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Introduction 

North Carolina, believing that an emphasis on writing instruction was needed and that the 
measurement of writing would enhance instruction, began a statewide writing assessment program 
in 1983-84. Since that time, students' writing skills have improved as evident by test results, 
comments from university personnel, and business leaders. Changes in the program have occurred 
over time as illustrated in Table 1 below. 

Table 1.  Grade Levels and Types of Writing by Year 
 

Year  Grade 4 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8 Grade 9 Grade 10 
1983-84  Descriptive   Persuasive  
1984-85  Expository   Expository  
1985-86  Expository  Persuasive   
1986-87  Descriptive  Expository   
1987-88  Expository  Persuasive   
1988-89  Descriptive  Expository   
1989-90  Expository  Persuasive   
1990-91  Descriptive  Expository   
1991-92  Expository  Persuasive  Expository 
1992-93 Narrative Descriptive  Expository  Expository 
1993-94 Narrative Expository  Persuasive  Expository 
1994-95 Narrative   Expository  Expository 
1995-96 Narrative  Expository   Expository 
1996-97 Narrative  Expository   Expository 

1997-98 Narrative  Expository   Expository 

1998-99 Narrative  Expository   Expository 
1999-00 Narrative  Expository   Expository 
2000-01 Narrative  Expository   Expository 
2001-02 Narrative  Expository    
2002-03 Narrative  Argumentative   Informational 
2003-04 Narrative  Argumentative   Informational 

A New Testing Model 

In September of 2001, the North Carolina Department of Public Instruction (NCDPI) Testing 
Section, NCDPI English/language arts, and North Carolina State University-Technical Outreach for 
Public Schools (NCSU-TOPS) staff met and began the process that would result in new writing 
assessments and scoring procedures for grades 4, 7, and 10. Writing committees for each grade 
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level were established that included regular education teachers, ESL teachers, exceptional children 
teachers, curriculum supervisors, principals, and university faculty. The North Carolina Writing 
Assessment Scoring Model was developed by NCDPI Testing Section and NCSU-TOPS staff, 
refined by the writing assessment advisory committees, and approved by the State Board of 
Education (SBE) on January 9, 2003.  

In March 2003, a pilot administration of the North Carolina Writing Assessment at grades 4, 7, and 
10 was administered to all eligible students.  The students in grades 4 and 7 received 75 minutes to 
respond to the pilot prompt; students in grade 10 received 100 minutes.  The writing assessments, 
the scoring model, and Achievement Level ranges were revised to reflect (1) changes in the 
English/language arts curriculum emphasis and focus, and (2) the need to enhance the data analysis 
processes associated with the writing assessments. 
 
Changes to the North Carolina Writing Assessment at grades 4, 7, and 10 were initiated effective 
with the 2002-03 accountability year to reflect the recommendations of the Writing Assessment 
Task Force (2001), the recommendations of the SBE Ad Hoc Writing Committee (2002), and the 
revisions to the English/language arts curriculum adopted by the SBE (1999). 
 

Table 2.  Type of Writing Assessed by Grade Level 
 

Grade Level Type of Writing 
4 Extended narrative response (personal or imaginative) 
7 Extended argumentative response (problem/solution or evaluative) 
10 Extended information response (definition, cause/effect, or problem/solution) 

 
 
Scoring Procedure  
 
Student responses from the March 2003 pilot administrations and subsequent administrations were 
scored using the North Carolina Writing Assessment Scoring Model which consists of the 
following: 

· a content component with a 1-4 score scale, and 
· a conventions component with a 0-2 score scale. 
 

All student responses are scored by two independent readers. 
 
The total writing score for each student is computed by combining the content and conventions 
scores in the following manner: 
 
Total Writing Assessment Score = sum of the (content component scores from the two independent 
readers multiplied by 2) + the sum of the (conventions component scores from the two independent 
readers multiplied by 1). 
 
The Total Writing Score may be a minimum of 4 and a maximum of 20 for a given student. 
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Achievement Level Ranges 
 
After carefully examining all data associated with the “Body of Work” and “Contrasting Groups” 
standard-setting methods, the March 2003 pilot administration data, and the North Carolina Writing 
Assessment Scoring Model, the North Carolina Department of Public Instruction (NCDPI) 
Accountability Services and Instructional Services – English/language arts staff recommended the 
following Achievement Level Ranges for approval by the SBE.  This recommendation was 
approved by the SBE in October, 2003.   
 

Table 3.  Staff Recommended Achievement Level Ranges for the Writing Assessments at      
Grades 4, 7, and 10 

                  
 Level I Level II Level III Level IV 

Grades 4, 7,  
and 10 

 
4-7 

 
8-11 

 
12-16 

 
17-20 

 
See Appendix A for a detailed description of the standard-setting methods used, a list of committee 
participants, and a chart depicting impact data from the March 2003 pilot administration for each 
grade and each of the standard-setting methods used. 
 
Students received the following information from the pilot statewide writing assessments: (a) point 
totals for content, (b) point totals for conventions, (c) total writing scores, (d) Achievement Level 
rankings, and (e) their compositions were returned. A review procedure was incorporated into the 
scoring process for those students whose Total Writing Score fell within one point of the cut line at 
Achievement Level III (Total Writing Score = 11). This procedure precluded an LEA appeal 
mechanism, as conducted under the previous focused holistic scoring system. 

 
 AAAI Component of Writing Assessment 

 
Alternate Assessment Academic Inventory (AAAI).  The Alternate Assessment Academic Inventory 
(AAAI) is an alternate assessment designed for students with disabilities who have an IEP or 504 
plan and for students with limited English proficiency (LEP) who meet eligibility criteria. 
Participating students are unable to participate in state test administrations under standard 
conditions or with accommodations. Student performance on the tested objectives is addressed by 
the teachers at the beginning of the year (baseline), midyear, and at the end of the year. Participating 
students follow the North Carolina Standard Course of Study. Teachers use this academic checklist 
to document student performance on objectives in the specific content areas.  All students 
participating in the AAAI in writing must be assessed on-grade level (at the assigned grade level) in 
grades 4, 7, and 10. Students can receive an Achievement Level of I, II, III, or IV.  The assessor (the 
teacher) also indicates on the academic checklist if the student achieved growth on the content being 
assessed. The AAAI was piloted in the 2000-01 accountability year and administered operationally 
in the 2001-02 accountability year. Since the state writing assessment was a pilot for the 2002-03 
accountability year, the results from the AAAI in writing are also reported as results from a pilot 
administration. 
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The AAAI was developed as a result of the IDEA Amendments of 1997 which stated that children 
who are unable to participate in state assessment programs, with or without accommodations, must 
participate in an alternate assessment. To ensure that North Carolina was in compliance with the 
IDEA Amendments, the North Carolina Department of Public Instruction (NCDPI) Division of  
Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Section and the NCDPI Exceptional Children 
Division worked collaboratively with other stakeholders.  They developed and implemented the 
North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio (NCAAP) and initiated the design and development 
of the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System (NCCATS) accommodation.  
However, it became evident in the fall of 2000 that the needs of certain students with disabilities 
were not being met by these efforts.  In an effort to meet these needs, the  AAAI was developed and 
piloted in the spring of 2001.  It serves as an alternate assessment for the standard administration of 
(1) the North Carolina Pretest at Grade 3 for Reading Comprehension and/or Mathematics, (2) the 
North Carolina End-of-Grade Tests of Reading Comprehension and/or Mathematics at Grades 3–8, 
(3) the High School Comprehensive Test of Reading and Mathematics at Grade 10, and (4) the 
North Carolina Writing Assessment at Grades 4, 7, and 10. Effective with the 2004-05 school year, 
it will serve as an alternate assessment for the end-of-course tests. 
 
With the passing of the No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB), it became apparent that an appropriate 
assessment for qualifying LEP students was needed.  The AAAI, taken on-grade level, became a 
solution.  Beginning with the 2002-03 accountability year, LEP students that met length of 
enrollment and language proficiency requirements as set forth in SBE policy HSP-C-005 were 
eligible to participate in the AAAI. 
 
As part of the writing assessment at grades 4, 7, and 10, the AAAI for writing was piloted during 
the 2002-03 accountability year. This report includes the AAAI results for writing for the 2002-03 
accountability year. 
 
AAP Component of Writing Assessment 
 
Alternate Assessment Portfolio (AAP).  Within the North Carolina Standard Course of Study for 
English/language arts, there are five competency areas, each of which is paired with a statement of 
its critical “essence.” These essence statements provide the broadest possible view of the 
competency to promote inclusion of the students with the most significant disabilities. 
 
Writing is assessed as a component  of the English/language arts requirement for the North Carolina 
Alternate Assessment Portfolio (AAP). Since the state writing assessment was a pilot for the 2002-
03 accountability year, the results from the writing component of the AAP are also reported as 
results from a pilot administration. The fourth and fifth competency areas are used in the AAP to 
demonstrate performance in writing for fourth, seventh, and tenth grade students participating in 
this year-long, performance-based assessment. 
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North Carolina 2002-03 Pilot Test Administration 

Report of Student Performance in Writing 
Grade 4 

 
Results of the 
Writing 
Assessment 
at Grade 4  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Performance 
of Subgroups  
at Grade 4 

Students in the fourth grade were asked to write an imaginative narrative response to the following prompt: 
 

One morning you look out the window and discover that a huge castle has appeared. You rush 
outside to the castle and hear sounds inside it. Someone is living in the castle! The castle door 
creaks open. Write a story about what happens next. 
 
Contracted readers scored 99,382 public school responses for grade 4 after the 2002-03 pilot test.  The 
scores show that 38.6 percent of the fourth graders wrote well enough to score at or above Level III.  
This represents a decrease of 8.2 percentage points from the 46.8 percent who achieved this level in 
2001-02 when the previous scoring model was used (the performance standards – achievement level cut 
points were reestablished and adopted by the State Board of Education at the October 2003 meeting).   
About 2.8 percent of the fourth graders in the 2002-03 pilot test received the highest scores in Level IV 
and 11.3 percent received the lowest scores in Level I.  In 2002-03, less than one percent (0.3) of the 
papers had problems which made them non-scorable.  Non-scorable papers receive Achievement Level I 
ratings and are included in the state results as Level I scores. 
 
The average weighted content score for fourth graders taking the pilot tests in 2002-03 was 8.9 on a scale 
of four to sixteen.  The average conventions score was 1.9 on a scale of zero to four. The average Total 
Writing Score was 10.8 of a possible 20. 
 
Gender 
Approximately 44.0 percent of the female students scored at or above Level III compared to 33.3 percent 
for male students. 
 
Ethnicity 
About 49.3 percent of Asian students scored at or above Level III compared to 46.7 percent of the White 
students, 40.8 percent of Multi-Racial students, 27.5 percent of American Indian students, 26.0 percent of 
Hispanic students, and 25.0 percent of Black students. 
 
There were 99,546 fourth grade public and nonpublic school student responses scored by two 
independent readers.  The inter-rater reliability rates (agreement rates) of the readers are shown below in 
Table 1. The 70 percent criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education was 
exceeded and the resolutions required were few. 

Table 1 
Fourth Grade Reader Agreement Statistics 

 
Total Public and Private 

 
Perfect Agreement 

 
Adjacent Agreement 

Resolution Required 

School Papers Percent Percent Percent 
Content          99,546 79.0 21.0 0.0 
Conventions   99,546 77.8 22.0 0.2  
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Notes: 1The bold vertical line between years indicates that the writing standard, scale, and scoring model changed effective with the 2002-03 school year.
             The data from 2002-03 are reported from the pilot test administration.
             Prepared by the NCDPU Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Percent of Students Scoring At or Above Level III,
Grade 4

Figure 1.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 1992-93 to 2002-03,

38.6

55.251.7
48.6

51.552.9

34.4

24.0

46.8

57.6

68.8

0.0

10.0

20.0

30.0

40.0

50.0

60.0

70.0

80.0

90.0

100.0

1992-93 1993-94 1994-95 1995-96 1996-97 1997-98 1998-99 1999-00 2000-01 2001-02 2002-03

Pe
rc

en
t o

f S
tu

de
nt

s

 

Old Scoring Model New Scoring Model

1



Report of Student  Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Notes: 1The bold vertical line between years indicates that the writing standard, scale, and scoring model changed effective with the 2002-03 school year.
             The data from 2002-03 are reported from the pilot test administration.
             Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Figure 2. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 1992-93 to 2002-03,
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Notes:  *N counts equal the number of students tested.
              When summed, gender/ethnicity N counts may not match the state N counts because a gender/ethnicity category may not have been
               coded on some student answer sheets.
               Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Figure 3. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,
Percent of Students At or Above Level III,

Grade 4, By Gender and Ethnicity
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Membership 1 Percent of 
Membership

Number 
Tested2

Percent 
Tested

Number 
Alternate 

Assessments

Percent 
Alternate 

Assessments

Number 
LEP 

Exempt

Percent 
LEP 

Exempt

Number 
Absent

Percent 
Absent

Total 104,467 100.0 99,382 95.1 * * 0 0.0 5,085 4.9
Female 50,834 48.7 48,769 95.9 * * 0 0.0 *
Male 53,633 51.3 50,457 94.1 * * 0 0.0 *
American Indian 1,515 1.5 1,635 107.9 * * 0 0.0 *
Asian 2,069 2.0 1,776 85.8 * * 0 0.0 *
Black 31,709 30.4 29,635 93.5 * * 0 0.0 *
Hispanic 6,702 6.4 5,587 83.4 * * 0 0.0 *
Multi-Racial 2,326 2.2 2,475 106.4 * * 0 0.0 *
White 60,146 57.6 57,556 95.7 * * 0 0.0 *
Title I 52,954 50.7 50,730 95.8 * * 0 0.0 *
Schoolwide Title I Program 50,501 48.3 47,777 94.6 * * 0 0.0 *
Targeted Assistance 2,162 2.1 2,900 134.1 * * 0 0.0 . *
Migrant 999 1.0 873 87.4 * * 0 0.0 . *
Limited English Proficient (LEP) 4,418 4.2 2,691 60.9 * * 0 0.0 . *
All Students with Disabilities 17,926 17.2 13,820 77.1 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 1,038 1.0 811 78.1 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Hearing Impaired 167 0.2 124 74.3 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Educable Mentally Disabled 2,155 2.1 1,052 48.8 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Specific Learning Disabled 6,474 6.2 6,278 97.0 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Speech-Language Impaired 1,790 1.7 1,630 91.1 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Visually Impaired 155 0.1 46 29.7 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Other Health Impaired 2,143 2.1 1,782 83.2 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Orthopedically Impaired 79 0.1 56 70.9 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Traumatic Brain Injury 43 0.0 19 44.2 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Autistic 388 0.4 133 34.3 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Severely/Profoundly Mentally Disabled 192 0.2 0 0.0 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Multihandicapped 151 0.1 14 9.3 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Deaf-Blind 620 0.6 0 0.0 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Trainable Mentally Disabled 228 0.2 8 3.5 * * 0 0.0 . *
  Section 504 2,303 2.2 1,867 81.1 * * 0 0.0 . *

  Notes:  1"Membership" is the total number of students on the 2002-03 Masterbuild data file.

                        file and student answer sheets.
              *These data represent coding on the 2002-03 test documents. Whether or not students were participating in an alternate assessment was not collected on the
                student answer sheet for this pilot test administration, however, this information will be collected in future years. Data for the alternate assessments can be
                found in the AAAI and AAP sections of this report.
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Table 2. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Statewide Number of Students Tested, Taking Alternate Assessments, and Number Not Tested,
Grade 4

                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Category
Not Tested

                      2"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing test. "Percent Tested" may exceed 100.0 percent due to coding differences between the Masterbuild



Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Grade 4 Number 
Tested

Level I Level II Level III Level IV

1992-93 84,686 16,727 47,597 17,929 2,433

19.8 56.2 22.1 2.8

1993-94 84,982 13,956 41,610 24,432 4,781

16.4 49.0 28.7 5.6

1994-95 87,339 3,773 36,793 39,865 6,367

4.3 42.1 45.6 7.3

1995-96 88,441 4,894 37,996 39,318 6,233

5.5 43.0 44.5 7.0

1996-97 90,638 3,627 42,945 40,994 3,072

4.0 47.4 45.2 3.4

1997-98 94,386 3,307 42,243 44,979 3,857

3.5 44.8 47.7 4.1

1998-99 96,649 1,933 41,388 48,020 5,308
 2.0 42.8 49.7 5.5  

1999-00 99,038 1,783 40,175 52,390 4,690
1.8 40.6 52.9 4.7

2000-01 100,930 2,309 29,200 64,555 4,860

2.3 28.9 64.0 4.8

2001-02 101,554 2,155 51,827 44,530 3,039

2.1 51.0 43.8 3.0
           

2002-03* 99,382 11,210 49,846 35,507 2,819
11.3 50.2 35.7 2.8

Notes:  *The writing standard, scale, and scoring model changed effective with the 2002-03 school year.
           Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Achievement Levels

Table 3. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 1992-93 to 2002-03,
Distribution of Achievement Levels Across Years,

Grade 4
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Number Percent
At or At or Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Number  Above Above At At At At At At At At
Tested1 Percent2 Level III Level III Level I Level I Level II Level II Level III Level III Level IV Level IV

All Students 99,382 100.0 38,326 38.6 11,210 11.3 49,846 50.2 35,507 35.7 2,819 2.8
Female 48,769 49.1 21,471 44.0 3,843 7.9 23,455 48.1 19,726 40.4 1,745 3.6
Male 50,457 50.8 16,808 33.3 7,341 14.5 26,308 52.1 15,739 31.2 1,069 2.1
Not Coded 156 0.2 47 30.1 26 16.7 83 53.2 42 26.9 5 3.2
American Indian 1,635 1.6 449 27.5 202 12.4 984 60.2 434 26.5 15 0.9
Asian 1,776 1.8 876 49.3 145 8.2 755 42.5 772 43.5 104 5.9
Black 29,635 29.8 7,418 25.0 4,996 16.9 17,221 58.1 7,155 24.1 263 0.9
Hispanic 5,587 5.6 1,454 26.0 954 17.1 3,179 56.9 1,400 25.1 54 1.0
Multi-Racial 2,475 2.5 1,011 40.8 219 8.8 1,245 50.3 938 37.9 73 2.9
White 57,556 57.9 26,859 46.7 4,588 8.0 26,109 45.4 24,564 42.7 2,295 4.0
Not Coded 718 0.7 259 36.1 106 14.8 353 49.2 244 34.0 15 2.1
Not Exceptional 72,589 73.0 25,289 34.8 7,332 10.1 39,968 55.1 24,101 33.2 1,188 1.6
Academically/Intellectually Gifted                 13,762 13.8 10,649 77.4 180 1.3 2,933 21.3 9,080 66.0 1,569 11.4
     AIG Reading 10,605 10.7 8,430 79.5 116 1.1 2,059 19.4 7,125 67.2 1,305 12.3
     AIG Mathematics 10,722 10.8 8,332 77.7 144 1.3 2,246 20.9 7,102 66.2 1,230 11.5
All Students with Disabilities 13,820 13.9 2,459 17.8 3,876 28.0 7,485 54.2 2,401 17.4 58 0.4
    Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 811 0.8 103 12.7 317 39.1 391 48.2 101 12.5 2 0.2
    Hearing Impaired                    124 0.1 21 16.9 29 23.4 74 59.7 20 16.1 1 0.8
    Educable Mentally Disabled       1,052 1.1 36 3.4 595 56.6 421 40.0 36 3.4 0 0.0
    Specific Learning Disabled          6,278 6.3 1,072 17.1 1,724 27.5 3,482 55.5 1,058 16.9 14 0.2
       Learning Disabled-Reading 5,075 5.1 787 15.5 1,500 29.6 2,788 54.9 774 15.3 13 0.3
       Learning Disabled-Mathematics 2,477 2.5 412 16.6 777 31.4 1,288 52.0 399 16.1 13 0.5
       Learning Disabled-Written Expression 4,388 4.4 802 18.3 1,195 27.2 2,391 54.5 792 18.0 10 0.2
       Learning Disabled-Other 176 0.2 26 14.8 41 23.3 109 61.9 26 14.8 0 0.0
    Speech-Language Impaired          1,630 1.6 410 25.2 286 17.5 934 57.3 395 24.2 15 0.9
    Visually Impaired                   46 0.0 15 32.6 15 32.6 16 34.8 15 32.6 0 0.0
    Other Health Impaired               1,782 1.8 309 17.3 493 27.7 980 55.0 302 16.9 7 0.4
    Orthopedically Impaired             56 0.1 14 25.0 15 26.8 27 48.2 14 25.0 0 0.0
    Traumatic Brain Injured           19 0.0 2 10.5 7 36.8 10 52.6 2 10.5 0 0.0
    Autistic 133 0.1 32 24.1 50 37.6 51 38.3 32 24.1 0 0.0
    Severely/Profoundly Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
    Multihandicapped 14 0.0 1 7.1 8 57.1 5 35.7 1 7.1 0 0.0
    Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *

            The total for "All Students with Disabilities" includes Section 504 but not those in the "Not Coded" category.
           *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than five students.

            Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.  
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Table 4.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 4
Characteristics and Performance by Achievement Level,

Notes: 1"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing test.
           2"Percent" is calculated based on the number tested in the "All Students" category.
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Number Percent
At or At or Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Number Above Above At At At At At At At At
Tested1 Percent2

Level III Level III Level I Level I Level II Level II Level III Level III Level IV Level IV
    Trainable Mentally Disabled 8 0.0 0 0.0 8 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
    Section 504 1,867 1.9 444 23.8 329 17.6 1,094 58.6 425 22.8 19 1.0
    Not Coded 1,078 1.1 373 34.6 151 14.0 554 51.4 350 32.5 23 2.1
Limited English Proficient 2,691 2.7 409 15.2 673 25.0 1,609 59.8 397 14.8 12 0.4
     LEP First Year 288 0.3 28 9.7 112 38.9 148 51.4 27 9.4 1 0.3
     LEP Second Year 660 0.7 92 13.9 189 28.6 379 57.4 90 13.6 2 0.3
Not Served by Title I 47,893 48.2 22,026 46.0 4,233 8.8 21,634 45.2 20,111 42.0 1,915 4.0
Schoolwide Title I Program 47,777 48.1 15,204 31.8 6,390 13.4 26,183 54.8 14,373 30.1 831 1.7
Targeted Assistance 2,900 2.9 781 26.9 466 16.1 1,653 57.0 740 25.5 41 1.4
Migrant 873 0.9 154 17.6 193 22.1 526 60.3 150 17.2 4 0.5
Accommodations

Braille Edition 3 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
Large Print Edition 50 0.1 18 36.0 13 26.0 19 38.0 17 34.0 1 2.0
Assistive Technology Devices 39 0.0 5 12.8 9 23.1 25 64.1 5 12.8 0 0.0
Keyboarding Devices 66 0.1 20 30.3 21 31.8 25 37.9 16 24.2 4 6.1
Cranmer Abacus 1 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
Dictation to Scribe 3,546 3.6 919 25.9 738 20.8 1,889 53.3 919 25.9 0 0.0
Interpreter/Transliterator Signs/Cues Test 10 0.0 3 30.0 6 60.0 1 10.0 3 30.0 0 0.0
Magnification Devices 9 0.0 2 22.2 2 22.2 5 55.6 2 22.2 0 0.0
Student Marks Answers in Test Book 2,329 2.3 358 15.4 707 30.4 1,264 54.3 351 15.1 7 0.3
Accommodation Notification Form 6 0.0 3 50.0 1 16.7 2 33.3 3 50.0 0 0.0
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud (in English) 7,203 7.2 962 13.4 2,369 32.9 3,872 53.8 953 13.2 9 0.1
Braille Writer/Slate and Stylus (and Braille Paper) 4 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
Hospital/Home Testing 7 0.0 0 0.0 1 14.3 6 85.7 0 0.0 0 0.0
Multiple Testing Sessions 3,141 3.2 505 16.1 935 29.8 1,701 54.2 497 15.8 8 0.3
Scheduled Extended Time 11,265 11.3 1,831 16.3 3,158 28.0 6,276 55.7 1,797 16.0 34 0.3
Testing in a Separate Room 10,552 10.6 1,664 15.8 3,076 29.2 5,812 55.1 1,638 15.5 26 0.2
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 256 0.3 35 13.7 75 29.3 146 57.0 34 13.3 1 0.4
One Test Item Per Page Edition 3 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *

            The total for "All Students with Disabilities" includes Section 504 but not those in the "Not Coded" category.

Notes: 1"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing test.
           2"Percent" is calculated based on the number tested in the "All Students" category.
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           *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than five students.

            Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.   



Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Average Average
Number  Average Total Weighted Conventions Number Percent
Tested1 Percent2

Writing Score Content Score Score Non-scorable Non-scorable
All Students 99,382 100.0 10.8 8.9 1.9 302 0.3
Female 48,769 49.1 11.3 9.2 2.1 99 0.2
Male 50,457 50.8 10.3 8.6 1.7 200 0.4
Not Coded 156 0.2 10.1 8.5 1.5 3 1.9
American Indian 1,635 1.6 10.0 8.5 1.6 0 0.0
Asian 1,776 1.8 11.7 9.4 2.3 6 0.3
Black 29,635 29.8 9.7 8.2 1.5 115 0.4
Hispanic 5,587 5.6 9.7 8.3 1.4 80 1.4
Multi-Racial 2,475 2.5 11.0 9.0 2.0 6 0.2
White 57,556 57.9 11.4 9.3 2.1 93 0.2
Not Coded 718 0.7 10.5 8.7 1.8 2 0.3
Not Exceptional 72,589 73.0 10.6 8.8 1.9 153 0.2
Academically/Intellectually Gifted                 13,762 13.8 13.9 10.7 3.1 6 0.0
     AIG Reading 10,605 10.7 14.0 10.9 3.2 0 0.0
     AIG Mathematics 10,722 10.8 13.9 10.8 3.1 4 0.0
All Students with Disabilities 13,820 13.9 8.6 7.8 0.8 140 1.0
    Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 811 0.8 7.8 7.1 0.7 9 1.1
    Hearing Impaired                    124 0.1 9.2 7.9 1.3 5 4.0
    Educable Mentally Disabled       1,052 1.1 6.5 6.3 0.2 54 5.1
    Specific Learning Disabled          6,278 6.3 8.4 7.8 0.6 31 0.5
       Learning Disabled-Reading 5,075 5.1 8.3 7.7 0.5 32 0.6
       Learning Disabled-Mathematics 2,477 2.5 8.3 7.7 0.6 23 0.9
       Learning Disabled-Written Expression 4,388 4.4 8.5 8.0 0.5 29 0.7
       Learning Disabled-Other 176 0.2 8.6 7.8 0.8 0 0.0
    Speech-Language Impaired          1,630 1.6 9.6 8.2 1.4 2 0.1
    Visually Impaired                   46 0.0 9.5 8.0 1.5 1 2.2
    Other Health Impaired               1,782 1.8 8.5 7.7 0.7 17 1.0
    Orthopedically Impaired             56 0.1 9.3 8.1 1.2 1 1.8
    Traumatic Brain Injured           19 0.0 7.4 6.7 0.7 0 0.0
    Autistic 133 0.1 8.6 7.7 0.8 7 5.3
    Severely/Profoundly Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 * * * * *
    Multihandicapped 14 0.0 6.9 6.3 0.6 1 7.1
    Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 * * * * *

            The total for "All Students with Disabilities" includes Section 504 but not those in the "Not Coded" category.
           *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than five students.

            Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.  
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Table 5.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Average Score,
Grade 4

Notes: 1"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing test.
           2"Percent" is calculated based on the number tested in the "All Students" category.
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Average Average
Number  Average Total Weighted Conventions Number Percent
Tested1 Percent2

Writing Score Content Score Score Non-scorable Non-scorable
    Trainable Mentally Disabled 8 0.0 4.7 4.7 0.0 5 62.5
    Section 504 1,867 1.9 9.5 8.3 1.3 7 0.4
    Not Coded 1,078 1.1 10.4 8.6 1.8 10 0.9
Limited English Proficient 2,691 2.7 8.8 7.7 1.0 70 2.6
     LEP First Year 288 0.3 8.4 7.5 1.0 43 14.9
     LEP Second Year 660 0.7 8.6 7.6 1.0 12 1.8
Not Served by Title I 47,893 48.2 11.4 9.3 2.1 120 0.3
Schoolwide Title I Program 47,777 48.1 10.3 8.6 1.7 164 0.3
Targeted Assistance 2,900 2.9 9.9 8.4 1.5 11 0.4
Migrant 873 0.9 9.1 7.9 1.2 14 1.6
Accommodations
Braille Edition 3 0.0 * * * * *
Large Print Edition 50 0.1 9.9 8.5 1.5 2 4.0
Assistive Technology Devices 39 0.0 9.0 7.6 1.4 2 5.1
Keyboarding Devices 66 0.1 9.7 8.0 1.8 3 4.5
Cranmer Abacus 1 0.0 * * * * *
Dictation to Scribe 3,546 3.6 8.7 8.7 0.0 33 0.9
Interpreter/Transliterator Signs/Cues Test 10 0.0 7.9 7.1 0.8 1 10.0
Magnification Devices 9 0.0 10.0 8.4 1.6 0 0.0
Student Marks Answers in Test Book 2,329 2.3 8.3 7.6 0.7 24 1.0
Accommodation Notification Form 6 0.0 10.8 9.3 1.5 0 0.0
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud (in English) 7,203 7.2 8.0 7.5 0.5 98 1.4
Braille Writer/Slate and Stylus (and Braille Paper) 4 0.0 * * * * *
Hospital/Home Testing 7 0.0 8.6 7.1 1.4 0 0.0
Multiple Testing Sessions 3,141 3.2 8.3 7.7 0.6 30 1.0
Scheduled Extended Time 11,265 11.3 8.5 7.7 0.7 120 1.1
Testing in a Separate Room 10,552 10.6 8.4 7.7 0.7 117 1.1
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 256 0.3 8.4 7.6 0.9 10 3.9
One Test Item Per Page Edition 3 0.0 * * * * *

            The total for "All Students with Disabilities" includes Section 504 but not those in the "Not Coded" category.

Notes: 1"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing test.
           2"Percent" is calculated based on the number tested in the "All Students" category.
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Average Score,
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           *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than five students.

            Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.  
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Table 6.  North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot, 

 Distribution of Scale Scores, 
Grade 4  

 
 
 
 

TOTAL NUMBER 
OF STUDENTS                 99,382 
 
NUMBER OF         HIGH SCORE 20 
STUDENTS WITH   
SCORES     99,080      LOW SCORE   4 
 
NUMBER OF NON- 
SCORABLE PAPERS         302       
 
MEAN    10.8        2002 STATE   SCALE 

PERCENTILES   SCORE 
STANDARD                  90     15.69 
DEVIATION       3.3                75     13.20 

          50 (MEDIAN)   10.26 
VARIANCE     11.2                25       8.47 
                                                                                 10       6.47 
 
 
 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
 

    SCALE                                 CUMULATIVE                                        CUMULATIVE   
    SCORE              FREQUENCY       FREQUENCY        PERCENT               PERCENT                                                        
          20             1043          99382               1.05            100.00 
          19                 59          98339               0.06              98.95 
          18             1362          98280                1.37              98.89 
          17                355          96918                0.36              97.52 
          16             8738         96563               8.79              97.16 
          15             3248          87825                3.27              88.37 
          14             8853          84577                8.91              85.10 
          13             3679          75724                3.70              76.19 
          12         10989          72045             11.06              72.49 
          11             5428          61056                5.46              61.44 
          10         23775          55628             23.92             55.97 
            9              6631         31853               6.67              32.05 
            8           14012          25222             14.10             25.38 
            7             1171          11210                1.18              11.28 
            6              3972          10039                4.00              10.10 
            5                 705            6067                0.71                 6.10 
            4              5060             5362                5.09                 5.40 
          NS                302                302                0.30                 0.30 

 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
Notes:  Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program. 
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2002-03 
 

North Carolina Writing Assessment 
 

Pilot Test Administrations 
 

Grade 4 
 
 
 
 

Copies of Grade 4 
 

Sample Student Responses 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The following pages provide copies of sample student responses from grade 4. The content 
score, conventions score, total writing score, achievement level, and annotated explanations of 
the scores are provided for each response. 



Content Score: 4 Total Writing Score: 6

Conventions Score: 2 Achievement Level: I

Content Annotation:

The response is focused on the topic of going to kill the dragon. While it does have a beginning, middle, and end, and it
progresses logically, the story is rushed. The writer does not pause to elaborate, and details are sparse (huge castle,
some knights, huge axes, big red dragon). Vocabulary is simple rather than precise and purposefully chosen
(huge, big, nice). Sentences in the narrative lack variety, many of them starting with the words So and Then.

Conventions Annotation:

While conventions errors in this paper are not pervasive, control of conventions is inconsistent. Usage errors include
tense disagreement ("...inside I saw some knights" and "They have huge axes."). There are a few minor spelling errors
on some more difficult words (snuk, dissapered, dundgen), but most commonly used words, as well as a few more
difficult words, are spelled correctly (sword, caught, knocked, knight). Sentence formation is well−controlled. Thus the
writer sometimes maintains control and sometimes does not, demonstrating minimal control of grammatical conventions
appropriate to the writing task.

Grade 4 Sample Student Response #1

Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot
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Grade 4 Sample Student Response #2
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Content Score: 8 Total Writing Score: 10

Conventions Score: 2 Achievement Level: II

Content Annotation:

The focus in this paper, the visit to Catrina's castle, is established, but then is weakened by the rambling listing of
events/activities that occur in the castle. Organization is minimally complete, and there are major lapses in the logical
progression of the events listed. Some details are offered: "... 10 times in a row... 9 times in a row...chocolate chip
cookies...video games like Sonic, Zelda, pokemon, rugrats". For the most part, however, the details remain general and
undeveloped. There is minimal use of vocabulary that is precise and purposeful, however, sentence fluency is evident in
the sentence variety in the response.

Conventions Annotation:

Minimal control of grammatical conventions is demonstrated across all areas. While there are some sentences that are
correctly formed, there are also errors in sentence formation, such as comma splicing near the end of the paper, and
omitted words ("When all of___ sudden" "...over___ Catrina's castle."). Usage is generally sound. Sometimes
punctuation is missing ("The castle door opened up There...") or incorrect ("What's your name little girl."). Other
mechanics errors include a missing apostrophe (were) and misspelled words (coca, semmed, fill instead of feel,
tommorrow).

Grade 4 Sample Student Response #2 (continued)
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Grade 4 Sample Student Response #3
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Content Score: 12 Total Writing Score: 14

Conventions Score: 2 Achievement Level: III

Content Annotation:

Focus on the topic in this narrative is clear and is maintained throughout the response. The organizational structure of
the paper consists of a purposeful, logical progression. An example of this is in the middle of the first page ("So I
marched downstairs opened the door walked in the backyard and there was the castle as plain and solid as can be.").
Although there are minor weaknesses in the elaboration, the style of the writing is evident in the word choice ("So I did
what every normal kid would do, I screamed 'MOM!'...plain and solid...marched..primly...completely free of
charge...snapped his fingers...shocked but then smiled").

Conventions Annotation:

There are few standard usage errors in this narrative, but run−ons, omitted words, missing punctuation and incorrectly
spelled words (gaint, plaint, appered, amzing) result in minimal control of grammatical conventions appropriate to the
writing task. The student does include, and correctly use, quotation marks, apostrophes, contractions, and exclamation
points.

Grade 4 Sample Student Response #3 (continued)
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Grade 4 Sample Student Response #4
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Grade 4 Sample Student Response #4 (continued)
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Content Score: 16 Total Writing Score: 20

Conventions Score: 4 Achievement Level: IV

Content Annotation:

Focus on the topic of the paper is established, clear, and implicit, and it is maintained throughout the response. The
unifying thread of noise is purposeful, and is woven throughout the story, establishing relationships between and among
the events ("trumpets started loudly playing...get away from the noise...silently walked...reached the noise...") There is
strong elaboration, and the details purposefully and logically lead the reader through, resulting in a unified and complete
narrative ("The clinging and clanging of the suit of the armor on the stone floor attracked the King and his army.").
Vocabulary is precise and purposeful, particularly the verbs (crouched, sneakily crept, silently sliped it on, slashed,
barged, stomped). Sentence fluency is somewhat weakened by the fact that many sentences follow a subject/verb
structure, but holistically, given the paper's other strengths, it's not enough to keep the paper from receiving a 4 in
content.

Conventions Annotation:

Most of the grammatical conventions are executed correctly on this paper, as both sentence formation and usage are
well−controlled. The few errors to speak of occur in mechanics. There are a couple of misspelled words (sliped, attracked,
happened), and an occasional punctuation error (Kings bedroom) but these few errors in mechanics, given all that is
well−controlled in the other aspects of the writing, do not impede understanding. Thus, the paper exhibits reasonable
control of all of the features and receives a 2 in conventions.

Grade 4 Sample Student Response #4 (continued)
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Tables 7 through 14 provide the number of students tested and the percent of students at or above 
Achievement Level III for each of the LEAs by region (former six Technical Assistance Centers 
configurations).  Performance by ethnicity, gender, Title I, and Migrant students is also provided 
for each LEA. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10,  2002-03 Pilot

             Table 7.  North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,
                                 Percent of Students Scoring At or Above Level III, by LEA

State Percent† 2003 LEA Performance
88 Magellan**
87 Mountain Community**...
82 Quest Academy**...
73 Lincoln Charter**
72 Metrolina**...

2001 State 69...
64 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City, Piedmont Community**
63 Greensboro Academy**...
60 Millennium**, Omuteko Gwamaziima**, Queen's Grant**, Summit Charter**, Union Academy**...

2000 State 58
57 Avery, Chatham Charter**, Dare, River Mill Academy**
56 Franklin Academy**, Woods Charter**

1999 State 55
54 Clay, Elkin City

1995 State 53 Polk
1996, 1998 State 52 Union

51 Arapahoe Charter**, Forsyth Academies**, Watauga
50 Buncombe, Chapel Hill Free School**, Success Institute**

1997 State 49 Guilford Charter**
48 Mount Airy City, Phoenix Academy**, Wake

2002 State 47 Cherokee, Henderson, Orange Charter**
46 Cabarrus, Cape Fear Center**, F Delany New School**, Iredell-Statesville, Sterling Montessori**, Vance Charter**
45 Mooresville City
44 Brevard Academy**
43 Alamance-Burlington, Ashe, Carteret, East Wake Academy**, Swain
42 Clover Garden**, Orange, Whiteville City
41 Asheville City, Burke, Caldwell, Catawba, Person, Roanoke Rapids City, Transylvania, Winston-Salem/Forsyth
40 Alleghany, Chatham, Cleveland, Currituck, Davie, Haywood, Kings Mountain City, New Hanover, Pender

2003 State 39 Alexander, Caswell, Gaston, Guilford, Hickory City, Madison, Mitchell, Surry, Wayne
38 American Renaissance**, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Cumberland, Duplin, Durham, Evergreen Community**, 

Newton-Conover City, Onslow, Rutherford, Stokes, Wilkes
37 Davidson, Hyde, Johnston, Lincoln, Randolph, Shelby City
36 Camden, Clinton City, Kannapolis City, Macon, Moore, Nash-Rocky Mount, Research Triangle**, 

Rocky Mount Prep Sch**, Washington Montessori**, Yadkin, Yancey
35 Bethel Hill**, Halifax, Harnett, Stanly

1994 State 34 Asheboro City, Craven, S.B. Howard**
33 Charter Day School**, Graham, Jackson, Mountain Discovery**, Pamlico, STARS**, Sugar Creek**, Tyrrell
32 Bladen, Lee, Lenoir, Pitt, Rockingham, Rowan-Salisbury
31 Beaufort, Brunswick, Martin, Wilson
30 Anson, Columbus, Gates, Robeson
29 Edenton/Chowan, McDowell, Montgomery, Rowan Academy**
28 Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Franklin, Granville, Jones, Sampson
27 ArtSpace Charter**, Bertie, Bridges**, Edgecombe, Perquimans, Thomasville City, Tiller School**
26 Richmond, Scotland
25 A Child's Garden**, Ann Atwater**, Northampton, Vance

1993 State 24 Hoke, Maureen Joy**
23 Greene
22 Torchlight Academy**...
20 C.G. Woodson**, Lexington City...
18 Warren
17 Haliwa-Saponi Tribal**
16 Englemann School**...
14 East Winston Primary**, Hertford, Quality Education**
13 SPARC Academy**, Washington
12 Healthy Start**, PreEminent**
11 Community Charter**
10 Children's Village Academy**...
8 Weldon City...
6 Carter Community**
* Crossnore Academy**, Grandfather Academy**, Hope Elementary**, The Learning Center**

 Notes:    †Percents are rounded to the nearest whole percent.   
               *Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five.
             **Denotes a charter school.  For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name        
                 can be found in the Appendix.        
                 Data for 2003 are reported using the revised standard and are generated using the new scoring model.
                 Data for 2002-03 are from the pilot test administration.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.  
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State Mean Score† 2003 LEA Performance
14.9 Magellan**, Mountain Community**...
13.7 Metrolina**
13.5 Lincoln Charter**, Quest Academy**
13.3 Summit Charter**...
13.0 Greensboro Academy**, Millennium**
12.9 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City, Piedmont Community**...
12.7 Union Academy**
12.5 Chapel Hill Free School**, River Mill Academy**, Woods Charter**, 
12.3 Dare, Franklin Academy**, Queen's Grant**, Vance Charter**
12.1 F Delany New School**
12.0 Clay
11.9 Avery, Chatham Charter**, Forsyth Academies**, Phoenix Academy**, Polk, Watauga
11.7 Buncombe, Elkin City, Orange Charter**, Union
11.5 Cabarrus, Clover Garden**, Henderson, Iredell-Statesville, Mount Airy City, Success Institute**, Wake  
11.3 Alamance-Burlington, Arapahoe Charter**, Ashe, Carteret, Caswell, Cherokee,

East Wake Academy**, Hyde, Mooresville City, Whiteville City
11.1 Asheville City, Catawba, Chatham, Orange, Wayne, Winston-Salem/Forsyth
11.0 Alleghany, Burke, Caldwell, Evergreen Community**, Person, Roanoke Rapids City, 

Sterling Montessori**, Swain
2003 State 10.9 Alexander, Cleveland, Cumberland, Currituck, Duplin, Durham, Gaston, Guilford, Haywood, 

Hickory City, Macon, Pender, Kannapolis City, Kings Mountain City, Madison,
Omuteko Gwamaziima**, Onslow, Stokes, Transylvania

10.7 American Renaissance**, Camden, Cape Fear Center**,Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Davidson, Davie,
Guilford Charter**, Halifax, Johnston, Lincoln, Mitchell, Moore, Nash-Rocky Mount, New Hanover,
Newton-Conover City, Quality Education**, Rutherford,  Shelby City, Stanly, Surry, Wilkes, Yadkin
Yancey

10.5 Asheboro City, Bethel Hill**, Brevard Academy**, Charter Day School**, Clinton City, Harnett, Jackson, 
Randolph, Research Triangle**, Rocky Mount Prep Sch**, Rowan-Salisbury, Washington Montessori**

10.3 Anson, Beaufort, Bladen, Craven, Columbus, Graham, Lee, Lenoir, Pamlico, Pitt, Robeson, 
Rowan Academy**, S.B. Howard**, Wilson

10.1 Brunswick, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Gates, Granville, Jones, Martin, McDowell, Rockingham, Tyrrell
10.0 Franklin, Sampson
9.9 Edenton/Chowan, Montgomery, Richmond, STARS**, Scotland, Thomasville City
9.7 ArtSpace Charter**, Edgecombe, Haliwa-Saponi Tribal**, Hoke, Mountain Discovery**, Northampton, 

Sugar Creek**, Vance
9.5 Ann Atwater**, Bertie, Perquimans
9.3 A Child's Garden**, Greene, Hertford, Maureen Joy**, Tiller School**
9.1 Lexington City, PreEminent**, Warren
9.0 C.G. Woodson**, SPARC Academy**...
8.7 Bridges**, The Learning Center**
8.5 Children's Village Academy**
8.3 Carter Community**, East Winston Primary**, Englemann School**, Torchlight Academy**, Washington
8.0 Hope Elementary**...
7.7 Weldon City...
7.5 Healthy Start**...
6.7 Community Charter**
* Crossnore Academy**, Grandfather Academy**

 Notes: †Scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
            *Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five.
          **Denotes a charter school.  For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name        
              can be found in the Appendix.        
              Data for 2003 are reported using the revised standard and are generated using the new scoring model.
              Data for 2002-03 are from the pilot test administration.
              Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.  

Table 8.  North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,
Average Total Writing Score, by LEA

Grade 4

 32



Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 99,382 38.6 1,635 27.5 1,776 49.3 29,635 25.0 5,587 26.0 2,475 40.8 57,556 46.7
 Western Region 7,068 42.7 105 26.7 46 58.7 444 23.0 255 28.6 187 42.2 6,008 44.9
 Buncombe 1,862 49.6 7 42.9 11 81.8 117 26.5 72 33.3 53 52.8 1,595 51.8
 ArtSpace Charter** 22 27.3 0 * 1 * 2 * 0 * 0 * 19 26.3
 Asheville City 247 40.5 1 * 1 * 113 22.1 7 28.6 18 33.3 106 62.3
 F Delany New School** 11 45.5 0 * 0 * 2 * 0 * 2 * 7 57.1
 Evergreen Community** 24 37.5 0 * 0 * 0 * 1 * 3 * 20 40.0
 Cherokee 258 47.3 8 12.5 0 * 5 40.0 5 40.0 10 50.0 230 48.7
 The Learning Center** 10 0.0 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 2 * 8 0.0
 Clay 92 54.3 1 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 90 53.3
 Graham 94 33.0 8 12.5 0 * 0 * 2 * 1 * 83 32.5
 Haywood 620 39.5 7 14.3 2 * 4 * 8 25.0 13 23.1 583 40.3
 Henderson 865 47.1 6 0.0 8 100.0 38 39.5 72 33.3 28 46.4 710 48.7
 Mountain Community** 15 86.7 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 15 86.7
 Jackson 255 32.9 30 30.0 1 * 0 * 7 0.0 2 * 214 34.1
 Summit Charter** 20 60.0 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 20 60.0
 Macon 300 36.3 3 * 2 * 3 * 9 0.0 1 * 281 37.7
 Madison 181 38.7 1 * 0 * 0 * 3 * 1 * 173 38.7
 McDowell 493 28.8 1 * 8 12.5 19 15.8 21 38.1 3 * 440 29.3
 Mitchell 173 39.3 1 * 1 * 3 * 7 0.0 1 * 160 40.6
 Polk 167 53.3 0 * 1 * 13 15.4 7 14.3 5 20.0 140 60.0
 Rutherford 740 38.2 1 * 4 * 113 15.9 22 13.6 29 37.9 570 44.0
 Swain 112 42.9 26 26.9 1 * 1 * 1 * 0 * 82 47.6
 Mountain Discovery** 9 33.3 1 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 8 37.5
 Transylvania 282 41.1 3 * 3 * 7 14.3 4 * 13 38.5 252 41.7
 Brevard Academy** 27 44.4 0 * 0 * 2 * 1 * 1 * 23 43.5
 Yancey 189 36.0 0 * 1 * 2 * 6 0.0 1 * 179 36.9

  Notes:   *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Asian Black Hispanic Multi-Racial

Grade 4, by LEA and Ethnicity,
Western Region

Total
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Table 9a. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

American Indian White
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Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 99,382 38.6 50,457 33.3 48,769 44.0 47,893 46.0 47,777 31.8 2,900 26.9 873 17.6
 Western Region 7,068 42.7 3,564 36.4 3,499 49.1 2,088 48.4 4,702 40.9 261 29.9 49 18.4
 Buncombe 1,862 49.6 908 45.5 953 53.6 832 59.0 944 43.3 81 29.6 0 *
 ArtSpace Charter** 22 27.3 9 22.2 13 30.8 19 26.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Asheville City 247 40.5 125 36.0 121 44.6 0 * 247 40.5 0 * 0 *
 F Delany New School** 11 45.5 7 42.9 4 * 5 60.0 0 * 6 33.3 0 *
 Evergreen Community** 24 37.5 15 33.3 9 44.4 0 * 0 * 24 37.5 0 *
 Cherokee 258 47.3 135 36.3 122 59.8 1 * 257 47.1 0 * 0 *
 The Learning Center** 10 0.0 5 0.0 5 0.0 0 * 10 0.0 0 * 0 *
 Clay 92 54.3 44 40.9 48 66.7 0 * 92 54.3 0 * 0 *
 Graham 94 33.0 44 20.5 50 44.0 0 * 94 33.0 0 * 0 *
 Haywood 620 39.5 333 33.0 287 47.0 167 38.9 440 40.2 13 23.1 1 *
 Henderson 865 47.1 443 38.8 422 55.7 286 55.6 564 43.1 11 36.4 48 18.8
 Mountain Community** 15 86.7 5 60.0 9 100.0 0 * 0 * 11 81.8 0 *
 Jackson 255 32.9 123 26.8 132 38.6 4 * 234 35.0 17 5.9 0 *
 Summit Charter** 20 60.0 10 40.0 10 80.0 20 60.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Macon 300 36.3 148 29.1 152 43.4 25 44.0 275 35.6 0 * 0 *
 Madison 181 38.7 93 35.5 87 42.5 34 38.2 93 41.9 54 33.3 0 *
 McDowell 493 28.8 238 21.8 255 35.3 417 28.3 54 42.6 22 4.5 0 *
 Mitchell 173 39.3 91 37.4 82 41.5 0 * 172 39.5 0 * 0 *
 Polk 167 53.3 95 51.6 72 55.6 167 53.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Rutherford 740 38.2 375 31.2 365 45.5 0 * 740 38.2 0 * 0 *
 Swain 112 42.9 58 31.0 54 55.6 0 * 112 42.9 0 * 0 *
 Mountain Discovery** 9 33.3 2 * 7 42.9 9 33.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Transylvania 282 41.1 139 28.1 143 53.8 0 * 282 41.1 0 * 0 *
 Brevard Academy** 27 44.4 14 42.9 13 46.2 0 * 27 44.4 0 * 0 *
 Yancey 189 36.0 105 38.1 84 33.3 102 38.2 65 33.8 22 31.8 0 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Female Not Served by Title I
Schoolwide Title I 

Program Target Assistance

Grade 4, by LEA, Gender, Title I, and Migrant Students
Western Region

Total

         Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Table 9b. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Male Migrant
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Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 99,382 38.6 1,635 27.5 1,776 49.3 29,635 25.0 5,587 26.0 2,475 40.8 57,556 46.7
 Northwest Region 15,361 40.3 65 29.2 406 38.2 2,379 26.6 950 25.2 320 33.4 11,150 44.9
 Alexander 416 39.4 0 * 14 21.4 25 28.0 22 27.3 8 37.5 344 41.9
 Alleghany 106 39.6 1 * 0 * 2 * 7 0.0 3 * 92 44.6
 Ashe 240 42.5 6 16.7 0 * 1 * 5 60.0 4 * 221 43.4
 Avery 184 57.1 1 * 0 * 1 * 1 * 0 * 180 57.2
 Grandfather Academy** 4 * 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 3 *
 Crossnore Academy** 4 * 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 3 *
 Burke 1,104 41.1 3 * 125 33.6 52 38.5 46 39.1 25 44.0 843 42.3
 Caldwell 982 40.5 1 * 5 60.0 66 39.4 31 35.5 25 28.0 848 41.3
 Catawba 1,295 40.8 3 * 96 32.3 98 26.5 71 29.6 31 41.9 987 44.1
 Englemann School** 25 16.0 0 * 0 * 8 0.0 0 * 0 * 16 25.0
 Hickory City 294 38.8 0 * 18 27.8 80 26.3 31 6.5 13 38.5 149 54.4
 Newton-Conover City 193 38.3 2 * 13 46.2 40 30.0 24 45.8 9 33.3 104 39.4
 Davidson 1,396 36.7 15 26.7 11 63.6 37 35.1 25 20.0 15 33.3 1,288 37.0
 Lexington City 251 20.3 2 * 16 31.3 107 16.8 45 17.8 12 33.3 66 22.7
 Thomasville City 189 27.0 1 * 0 * 84 23.8 28 21.4 15 20.0 61 34.4
 Davie 471 39.5 1 * 1 * 43 32.6 32 25.0 10 20.0 381 42.0
 Winston-Salem/Forsyth 3,378 40.7 13 30.8 49 67.3 1,228 25.9 293 21.5 72 30.6 1,696 54.0
 Quality Education** 7 14.3 0 * 0 * 7 14.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 C.G. Woodson** 25 20.0 0 * 0 * 23 21.7 2 * 0 * 0 *
 East Winston Primary** 22 13.6 0 * 0 * 22 13.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Forsyth Academies** 61 50.8 0 * 0 * 29 48.3 1 * 4 * 26 53.8
 Iredell-Statesville 1,426 45.7 7 14.3 36 38.9 228 27.6 74 43.2 20 30.0 1,058 50.4
 American Renaissance** 34 38.2 0 * 0 * 6 16.7 0 * 0 * 28 42.9
 Success Institute** 10 50.0 0 * 0 * 9 44.4 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Mooresville City 318 44.7 2 * 4 * 62 30.6 7 42.9 7 14.3 236 49.6
 Stokes 523 38.4 1 * 0 * 17 17.6 7 14.3 8 25.0 489 39.7
 Surry 653 38.7 2 * 7 14.3 23 34.8 80 23.8 8 25.0 530 41.9
 Elkin City 84 53.6 0 * 0 * 4 * 8 0.0 2 * 70 62.9
 Mount Airy City 122 48.4 0 * 5 0.0 16 37.5 10 30.0 2 * 89 56.2
 Millennium** 30 60.0 0 * 0 * 2 * 0 * 1 * 27 63.0
 Watauga 300 51.3 3 * 4 * 1 * 4 * 7 71.4 279 51.6
 Wilkes 768 38.2 1 * 1 * 44 18.2 46 15.2 12 41.7 662 40.8
 Bridges** 11 27.3 0 * 0 * 2 * 0 * 0 * 9 22.2
 Yadkin 435 35.9 0 * 1 * 10 10.0 50 20.0 7 42.9 364 38.5

  Notes:   *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Hispanic Multi-Racial WhiteTotal American Indian Asian Black

Northwest Region
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Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 99,382 38.6 50,457 33.3 48,769 44.0 47,893 46.0 47,777 31.8 2,900 26.9 873 17.6
 Northwest Region 15,361 40.3 7,805 35.8 7,530 45.0 8,848 45.6 5,853 35.0 599 16.2 40 25.0
 Alexander 416 39.4 226 34.5 190 45.3 347 43.2 0 * 67 20.9 0 *
 Alleghany 106 39.6 57 33.3 49 46.9 1 * 105 40.0 0 * 0 *
 Ashe 240 42.5 127 39.4 113 46.0 0 * 239 42.7 0 * 1 *
 Avery 184 57.1 98 56.1 86 58.1 38 57.9 145 57.2 0 * 0 *
 Grandfather Academy** 4 * 4 * 0 * 0 * 4 * 0 * 0 *
 Crossnore Academy** 4 * 3 * 1 * 0 * 4 * 0 * 0 *
 Burke 1,104 41.1 564 35.1 538 47.4 134 38.8 967 41.4 0 * 0 *
 Caldwell 982 40.5 483 36.9 499 44.1 249 44.6 730 39.2 0 * 0 *
 Catawba 1,295 40.8 664 38.1 631 43.7 1,233 41.6 32 25.0 21 19.0 0 *
 Englemann School** 25 16.0 19 21.1 6 0.0 25 16.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Hickory City 294 38.8 136 40.4 157 37.6 77 54.5 216 33.3 0 * 0 *
 Newton-Conover City 193 38.3 98 27.6 95 49.5 89 41.6 104 35.6 0 * 0 *
 Davidson 1,396 36.7 724 30.9 669 43.0 1,244 39.4 0 * 147 13.6 0 *
 Lexington City 251 20.3 128 18.0 122 23.0 1 * 250 20.4 0 * 0 *
 Thomasville City 189 27.0 100 24.0 89 30.3 0 * 189 27.0 0 * 0 *
 Davie 471 39.5 260 36.9 209 42.1 413 43.3 0 * 57 12.3 0 *
 Winston-Salem/Forsyth 3,378 40.7 1,676 36.7 1,692 44.6 2,177 51.4 1,116 22.0 75 8.0 0 *
 Quality Education** 7 14.3 6 16.7 1 * 7 14.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 C.G. Woodson** 25 20.0 19 15.8 6 33.3 0 * 0 * 25 20.0 0 *
 East Winston Primary** 22 13.6 14 21.4 8 0.0 0 * 0 * 22 13.6 0 *
 Forsyth Academies** 61 50.8 34 52.9 27 48.1 0 * 61 50.8 0 * 0 *
 Iredell-Statesville 1,426 45.7 700 37.7 724 53.5 1,078 46.9 330 43.9 13 0.0 0 *
 American Renaissance** 34 38.2 19 26.3 15 53.3 34 38.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Success Institute** 10 50.0 5 20.0 5 80.0 10 50.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Mooresville City 318 44.7 136 39.7 182 48.4 317 44.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Stokes 523 38.4 282 35.5 239 41.8 263 45.2 235 34.0 25 8.0 0 *
 Surry 653 38.7 333 36.6 319 41.1 66 84.8 584 33.6 0 * 16 31.3
 Elkin City 84 53.6 43 58.1 41 48.8 64 65.6 0 * 19 10.5 0 *
 Mount Airy City 122 48.4 57 54.4 65 43.1 2 * 119 48.7 0 * 0 *
 Millennium** 30 60.0 13 46.2 17 70.6 30 60.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Watauga 300 51.3 158 47.5 142 55.6 252 55.6 27 37.0 21 19.0 0 *
 Wilkes 768 38.2 381 32.0 386 44.3 317 39.7 396 37.4 48 37.5 19 15.8
 Bridges** 11 27.3 7 14.3 3 * 0 * 0 * 11 27.3 0 *
 Yadkin 435 35.9 231 27.7 204 45.1 380 37.9 0 * 48 18.8 4 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Northwest Region
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Schoolwide Title I 
Program Target Assistance MigrantTotal Male Female Not Served by Title I
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 99,382 38.6 1,635 27.5 1,776 49.3 29,635 25.0 5,587 26.0 2,475 40.8 57,556 46.7
 Southwest Region 22,346 38.4 260 23.1 444 50.0 6,866 23.8 1,345 25.0 475 37.7 12,789 47.7
 Anson 352 30.4 0 * 4 * 229 20.5 5 20.0 10 50.0 104 50.0
 Cabarrus 1,688 46.0 8 25.0 12 66.7 238 31.1 98 31.6 35 40.0 1,280 50.3
 Kannapolis City 336 35.7 0 * 7 42.9 97 32.0 45 15.6 9 33.3 178 42.7
 Cleveland 743 39.7 1 * 0 * 187 28.3 12 25.0 21 38.1 522 44.3
 Kings Mountain City 386 39.6 1 * 6 66.7 84 33.3 5 40.0 9 33.3 277 41.2
 Shelby City 245 37.1 0 * 1 * 150 22.7 6 16.7 6 66.7 80 63.8
 Gaston 2,236 38.7 6 16.7 26 61.5 450 25.6 77 33.8 38 36.8 1,627 42.3
 Piedmont Community** 42 64.3 0 * 0 * 8 37.5 1 * 1 * 32 71.9
 Hoke 474 24.1 47 19.1 4 * 196 18.4 37 32.4 23 34.8 165 28.5
 Lincoln 802 36.7 4 * 1 * 55 23.6 80 28.8 16 31.3 644 39.0
 Lincoln Charter** 44 72.7 0 * 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 43 74.4
 Charlotte/Mecklenburg 8,353 38.2 67 31.3 312 49.7 3,586 24.0 612 23.0 183 36.1 3,496 54.9
 Community Charter** 9 11.1 0 * 0 * 7 14.3 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Sugar Creek** 49 32.7 0 * 0 * 49 32.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Metrolina** 18 72.2 0 * 3 * 2 * 1 * 0 * 11 63.6
 Queen's Grant** 70 60.0 0 * 2 * 2 * 1 * 0 * 65 60.0
 Montgomery 305 28.9 1 * 9 33.3 92 18.5 52 25.0 6 33.3 145 36.6
 Moore 866 35.7 9 33.3 3 * 202 21.8 53 24.5 21 52.4 577 40.7
 STARS** 18 33.3 0 * 0 * 12 16.7 0 * 0 * 6 66.7
 Richmond 610 25.6 18 27.8 1 * 236 16.5 23 13.0 16 37.5 315 32.7
 Rowan-Salisbury 1,500 32.3 4 * 15 46.7 319 20.1 82 15.9 29 24.1 1,042 37.2
 Rowan Academy** 14 28.6 0 * 0 * 14 28.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Scotland 505 25.9 83 14.5 2 * 224 21.9 0 * 5 60.0 183 36.1
 Stanly 710 34.8 4 * 20 25.0 112 17.9 23 26.1 11 45.5 534 39.0
 Union 1,911 51.6 5 40.0 16 56.3 306 25.5 130 28.5 36 41.7 1,413 59.7
 Union Academy** 60 60.0 2 * 0 * 9 66.7 1 * 0 * 48 60.4

  Notes:   *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Southwest Region

Total American Indian WhiteAsian Black

37



 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At or 
Above Level 

III
 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 99,382 38.6 50,457 33.3 48,769 44.0 47,893 46.0 47,777 31.8 2,900 26.9 873 17.6
 Southwest Region 22,346 38.4 11,445 33.0 10,852 44.2 14,790 44.2 6,894 26.8 356 27.2 55 7.3
 Anson 352 30.4 181 28.7 171 32.2 83 45.8 269 25.7 0 * 0 *
 Cabarrus 1,688 46.0 876 41.8 806 50.5 1,260 48.2 236 37.3 188 43.6 1 *
 Kannapolis City 336 35.7 180 30.0 153 42.5 1 * 334 35.9 0 * 0 *
 Cleveland 743 39.7 370 35.1 373 44.2 416 46.6 302 32.5 24 8.3 0 *
 Kings Mountain City 386 39.6 191 33.0 195 46.2 324 36.7 58 55.2 0 * 0 *
 Shelby City 245 37.1 123 35.0 120 40.0 245 37.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Gaston 2,236 38.7 1,160 32.2 1,070 45.6 1,539 44.8 687 25.2 0 * 0 *
 Piedmont Community** 42 64.3 23 56.5 19 73.7 38 68.4 0 * 4 * 0 *
 Hoke 474 24.1 239 15.1 235 33.2 0 * 471 24.0 0 * 7 0.0
 Lincoln 802 36.7 445 30.8 357 44.0 324 36.1 457 37.6 0 * 0 *
 Lincoln Charter** 44 72.7 25 64.0 19 84.2 44 72.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Charlotte/Mecklenburg 8,353 38.2 4,241 32.3 4,087 44.5 6,607 42.2 1,529 21.1 0 * 0 *
 Community Charter** 9 11.1 4 * 5 20.0 6 0.0 0 * 3 * 0 *
 Sugar Creek** 49 32.7 25 24.0 24 41.7 0 * 49 32.7 0 * 0 *
 Metrolina** 18 72.2 11 63.6 7 85.7 8 75.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Queen's Grant** 70 60.0 32 59.4 38 60.5 70 60.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Montgomery 305 28.9 144 25.0 161 32.3 0 * 303 28.7 0 * 10 10.0
 Moore 866 35.7 459 29.6 406 42.6 357 42.6 500 31.0 1 * 9 22.2
 STARS** 18 33.3 6 33.3 12 33.3 11 36.4 0 * 6 16.7 0 *
 Richmond 610 25.6 317 19.2 293 32.4 352 27.0 257 23.7 0 * 0 *
 Rowan-Salisbury 1,500 32.3 757 29.1 743 35.7 984 39.7 409 20.3 88 6.8 24 4.2
 Rowan Academy** 14 28.6 9 33.3 5 20.0 14 28.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Scotland 505 25.9 252 23.0 250 29.2 117 39.3 388 21.9 0 * 4 *
 Stanly 710 34.8 361 29.1 348 40.8 427 38.9 281 28.8 0 * 0 *
 Union 1,911 51.6 985 46.4 924 57.3 1,503 59.2 364 25.3 42 9.5 0 *
 Union Academy** 60 60.0 29 58.6 31 61.3 60 60.0 0 * 0 * 0 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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MigrantFemale Not Served by Title I
Schoolwide Title I 

Program Target Assistance

38



 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 99,382 38.6 1,635 27.5 1,776 49.3 29,635 25.0 5,587 26.0 2,475 40.8 57,556 46.7
 Northeast Region 6,423 31.2 43 32.6 24 50.0 3,265 21.3 159 28.9 112 36.6 2,775 42.7
 Beaufort 535 31.4 3 * 1 * 203 20.7 31 19.4 9 33.3 285 40.4
 Washington Montessori** 11 36.4 0 * 0 * 1 * 1 * 0 * 9 44.4
 Bertie 234 26.9 2 * 0 * 197 21.3 2 * 0 * 33 57.6
 Camden 116 36.2 0 * 1 * 17 35.3 0 * 0 * 95 35.8
 Edenton/Chowan 174 29.3 2 * 1 * 87 28.7 3 * 3 * 78 33.3
 Currituck 263 39.9 0 * 1 * 12 41.7 6 50.0 6 66.7 238 38.7
 Dare 363 57.3 0 * 0 * 16 37.5 12 50.0 10 80.0 320 58.1
 Edgecombe 574 27.2 1 * 2 * 308 21.4 20 25.0 11 18.2 230 36.1
 Gates 129 30.2 1 * 1 * 57 22.8 2 * 1 * 66 37.9
 Halifax 429 34.7 24 37.5 1 * 366 34.2 5 20.0 7 57.1 22 31.8
 Roanoke Rapids City 222 41.0 0 * 3 * 40 30.0 3 * 2 * 174 42.5
 Weldon City 101 7.9 0 * 0 * 97 8.2 0 * 1 * 2 *
 Hertford 251 13.9 5 20.0 1 * 197 14.7 2 * 3 * 38 13.2
 Hyde 41 36.6 0 * 0 * 17 11.8 2 * 0 * 21 61.9
 Martin 322 31.4 3 * 0 * 184 22.3 4 * 3 * 127 44.1
 Northampton 272 24.6 0 * 0 * 221 22.6 1 * 2 * 45 35.6
 Elizabeth City/Pasquotank 440 28.2 0 * 1 * 209 18.2 4 * 7 28.6 219 37.9
 Perquimans 130 26.9 0 * 0 * 48 14.6 0 * 1 * 81 33.3
 Pitt 1,611 31.6 2 * 10 50.0 858 19.3 57 31.6 40 35.0 630 47.5
 Tyrrell 45 33.3 0 * 0 * 22 9.1 1 * 2 * 19 57.9
 Washington 160 13.1 0 * 1 * 108 8.3 3 * 4 * 43 23.3

  Notes:   *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Table 12a. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 4, by LEA and Ethnicity,

Hispanic Multi-Racial

Northeast Region

Total American Indian WhiteAsian Black
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 99,382 38.6 50,457 33.3 48,769 44.0 47,893 46.0 47,777 31.8 2,900 26.9 873 17.6
 Northeast Region 6,423 31.2 3,297 26.1 3,117 36.6 2,773 39.1 3,332 25.2 304 27.0 336 16.1
 Beaufort 535 31.4 263 22.1 272 40.4 326 34.7 209 26.3 0 * 3 *
 Washington Montessori** 11 36.4 3 * 8 37.5 0 * 11 36.4 0 * 0 *
 Bertie 234 26.9 131 18.3 103 37.9 21 57.1 212 24.1 0 * 0 *
 Camden 116 36.2 57 33.3 58 37.9 103 40.8 0 * 13 0.0 0 *
 Edenton/Chowan 174 29.3 90 21.1 84 38.1 0 * 174 29.3 0 * 0 *
 Currituck 263 39.9 133 33.1 130 46.9 253 40.7 0 * 10 20.0 0 *
 Dare 363 57.3 195 50.3 168 65.5 328 60.7 0 * 35 25.7 0 *
 Edgecombe 574 27.2 301 24.9 273 29.7 286 36.7 285 17.9 1 * 121 19.0
 Gates 129 30.2 60 30.0 69 30.4 0 * 128 30.5 0 * 0 *
 Halifax 429 34.7 215 27.9 207 41.5 3 * 425 34.6 0 * 5 20.0
 Roanoke Rapids City 222 41.0 120 38.3 102 44.1 220 41.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Weldon City 101 7.9 60 3.3 41 14.6 0 * 101 7.9 0 * 0 *
 Hertford 251 13.9 131 11.5 120 16.7 0 * 250 14.0 0 * 0 *
 Hyde 41 36.6 14 28.6 26 38.5 9 55.6 32 31.3 0 * 0 *
 Martin 322 31.4 184 27.2 138 37.0 35 37.1 287 30.7 0 * 0 *
 Northampton 272 24.6 140 25.7 132 23.5 0 * 270 24.8 0 * 86 17.4
 Elizabeth City/Pasquotank 440 28.2 206 21.8 234 33.8 4 * 436 28.2 0 * 0 *
 Perquimans 130 26.9 64 28.1 66 25.8 0 * 130 26.9 0 * 0 *
 Pitt 1,611 31.6 819 26.5 792 36.9 1,185 33.7 178 21.9 245 29.0 0 *
 Tyrrell 45 33.3 20 10.0 25 52.0 0 * 45 33.3 0 * 0 *
 Washington 160 13.1 91 11.0 69 15.9 0 * 159 13.2 0 * 121 12.4

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Table 12b. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 4, by LEA, Gender, Title I, and Migrant Students

MigrantFemale Not Served by Title I
Schoolwide Title I 

Program Target Assistance
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 99,382 38.6 1,635 27.5 1,776 49.3 29,635 25.0 5,587 26.0 2,475 40.8 57,556 46.7
 Southeast Region 17,061 35.6 955 28.1 114 45.6 6,101 26.0 834 31.2 549 44.4 8,390 43.3
 Bladen 405 31.9 5 40.0 0 * 200 28.5 20 10.0 8 50.0 171 37.4
 Brunswick 850 30.6 10 10.0 0 * 177 25.4 27 25.9 23 26.1 608 33.1
 Charter Day School** 30 33.3 0 * 0 * 3 * 0 * 0 * 27 29.6
 Carteret 582 43.1 3 * 1 * 52 28.8 5 20.0 15 53.3 502 44.8
 Tiller School** 15 26.7 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 14 28.6
 Columbus 491 30.3 27 29.6 0 * 194 23.2 20 10.0 4 * 244 37.7
 Whiteville City 190 42.1 1 * 0 * 88 30.7 5 40.0 5 80.0 90 51.1
 Craven 1,054 33.9 13 23.1 13 23.1 348 24.4 45 37.8 21 38.1 608 39.3
 Cumberland 3,901 37.7 88 28.4 51 52.9 1,777 28.8 192 39.6 184 50.5 1,577 46.2
 Duplin 616 38.1 2 * 0 * 195 30.3 108 34.3 13 30.8 294 45.6
 Greene 227 23.3 1 * 0 * 106 17.9 25 20.0 7 14.3 87 31.0
 Jones 121 28.1 0 * 1 * 60 25.0 5 60.0 2 * 52 28.8
 Lenoir 783 32.1 2 * 1 * 410 21.5 29 24.1 9 66.7 331 45.0
 Children's Village Academy** 21 9.5 0 * 0 * 21 9.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 New Hanover 1,607 39.9 10 10.0 16 50.0 493 19.9 19 21.1 58 44.8 1,003 50.0
 Cape Fear Center** 35 45.7 0 * 0 * 7 14.3 0 * 0 * 28 53.6
 Onslow 1,571 37.6 17 17.6 19 36.8 347 33.4 65 33.8 108 35.2 989 40.2
 Pamlico 105 33.3 3 * 0 * 32 25.0 0 * 5 40.0 65 35.4
 Arapahoe Charter** 39 51.3 1 * 0 * 2 * 0 * 0 * 36 55.6
 Pender 512 40.0 1 * 0 * 160 25.0 25 40.0 9 55.6 316 47.2
 Robeson 1,705 29.6 754 28.0 2 * 543 22.8 58 29.3 26 50.0 313 42.8
 Sampson 595 27.7 9 33.3 0 * 183 25.1 96 25.0 6 33.3 299 30.1
 Clinton City 198 35.9 7 71.4 0 * 99 27.3 14 14.3 1 * 74 48.6
 Wayne 1,408 38.6 1 * 10 60.0 603 25.9 76 28.9 45 48.9 662 50.2

  Notes:   *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Southeast Region

         Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Table 13a. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 4, by LEA and Ethnicity,

Hispanic Multi-Racial WhiteTotal American Indian Asian Black
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 99,382 38.6 50,457 33.3 48,769 44.0 47,893 46.0 47,777 31.8 2,900 26.9 873 17.6
 Southeast Region 17,061 35.6 8,598 30.3 8,435 41.1 2,770 50.0 14,061 33.0 170 17.6 182 23.1
 Bladen 405 31.9 208 24.5 197 39.6 0 * 400 32.0 0 * 0 *
 Brunswick 850 30.6 431 24.1 416 37.3 95 41.1 724 29.6 30 20.0 6 33.3
 Charter Day School** 30 33.3 13 38.5 17 29.4 0 * 0 * 30 33.3 0 *
 Carteret 582 43.1 330 38.2 249 49.8 84 56.0 495 41.2 3 * 0 *
 Tiller School** 15 26.7 8 0.0 7 57.1 13 23.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Columbus 491 30.3 258 25.6 232 35.8 3 * 485 30.5 0 * 28 10.7
 Whiteville City 190 42.1 97 38.1 93 46.2 1 * 189 42.3 0 * 5 20.0
 Craven 1,054 33.9 549 28.8 505 39.4 204 49.5 848 30.0 0 * 0 *
 Cumberland 3,901 37.7 1,919 32.6 1,980 42.7 638 54.4 3,248 34.5 0 * 0 *
 Duplin 616 38.1 314 33.1 300 43.7 0 * 613 38.2 1 * 75 32.0
 Greene 227 23.3 116 20.7 111 26.1 1 * 223 23.3 0 * 3 *
 Jones 121 28.1 59 25.4 62 30.6 1 * 120 28.3 0 * 0 *
 Lenoir 783 32.1 393 23.7 387 40.8 84 41.7 696 31.0 0 * 31 16.1
 Children's Village Academy** 21 9.5 11 9.1 10 10.0 0 * 21 9.5 0 * 0 *
 New Hanover 1,607 39.9 809 33.9 796 45.9 481 52.0 1,122 34.5 0 * 0 *
 Cape Fear Center** 35 45.7 17 41.2 18 50.0 35 45.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Onslow 1,571 37.6 779 31.6 788 43.8 642 44.4 837 35.0 88 13.6 2 *
 Pamlico 105 33.3 55 34.5 50 32.0 1 * 104 33.7 0 * 0 *
 Arapahoe Charter** 39 51.3 15 33.3 24 62.5 39 51.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Pender 512 40.0 259 35.5 251 45.0 58 62.1 451 36.8 0 * 10 30.0
 Robeson 1,705 29.6 837 26.0 865 32.9 95 48.4 1,603 28.4 0 * 4 *
 Sampson 595 27.7 303 26.1 290 29.3 0 * 592 27.9 0 * 18 11.1
 Clinton City 198 35.9 96 30.2 102 41.2 0 * 198 35.9 0 * 0 *
 Wayne 1,408 38.6 722 30.9 685 46.7 295 54.6 1,092 34.7 18 11.1 0 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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42



Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 99,382 38.6 1,635 27.5 1,776 49.3 29,635 25.0 5,587 26.0 2,475 40.8 57,556 46.7
 Central Region 31,123 40.0 207 29.0 742 55.0 10,580 26.2 2,044 24.5 832 43.4 16,444 50.1
 Alamance-Burlington 1,499 43.2 7 42.9 24 45.8 369 28.5 169 23.7 26 50.0 897 52.7
 River Mill Academy** 21 57.1 0 * 0 * 2 * 2 * 0 * 17 58.8
 Clover Garden** 36 41.7 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 36 41.7
 Caswell 248 39.1 0 * 0 * 107 34.6 9 33.3 4 * 127 43.3
 Chatham 477 39.8 2 * 3 * 91 27.5 76 15.8 16 18.8 284 51.4
 Chatham Charter** 21 57.1 0 * 0 * 3 * 2 * 2 * 14 57.1
 Woods Charter** 9 55.6 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 9 55.6
 Durham 2,323 38.4 11 45.5 45 64.4 1,379 30.2 175 23.4 62 61.3 622 56.6
 Maureen Joy** 25 24.0 0 * 0 * 24 20.8 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Healthy Start** 25 12.0 0 * 0 * 24 8.3 0 * 1 * 0 *
 Carter Community** 18 5.6 1 * 0 * 16 0.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Research Triangle** 62 35.5 1 * 1 * 39 35.9 0 * 0 * 20 30.0
 Omuteko Gwamaziima** 5 60.0 0 * 0 * 5 60.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Ann Atwater** 8 25.0 1 * 0 * 5 0.0 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Franklin 595 28.2 3 * 1 * 229 17.0 33 15.2 9 44.4 315 37.1
 A Child's Garden** 16 25.0 1 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 1 * 13 23.1
 Granville 632 28.2 3 * 1 * 244 22.5 32 9.4 12 8.3 338 34.9
 Guilford 4,917 38.7 46 13.0 218 37.2 2,098 26.6 217 19.4 180 46.1 2,134 52.5
 Greensboro Academy** 80 62.5 0 * 0 * 9 55.6 1 * 0 * 68 64.7
 Guilford Charter** 43 48.8 0 * 0 * 35 45.7 0 * 0 * 7 71.4
 Phoenix Academy** 25 48.0 0 * 0 * 6 16.7 0 * 1 * 18 55.6
 Harnett 1,251 34.6 16 31.3 5 60.0 375 25.1 118 27.1 36 25.0 691 41.5
 Johnston 1,784 36.9 13 38.5 9 55.6 352 25.0 179 25.7 43 48.8 1,176 41.8
 Lee 694 31.7 7 14.3 3 * 159 16.4 145 20.7 16 31.3 362 43.1
 Nash-Rocky Mount 1,364 35.6 4 * 18 16.7 722 26.6 57 29.8 14 42.9 541 48.8
 Rocky Mount Prep Sch** 93 35.5 2 * 0 * 69 30.4 0 * 2 * 20 40.0
 Orange 461 42.1 2 * 3 * 97 24.7 18 44.4 11 54.5 326 46.3
 Orange Charter** 19 47.4 0 * 0 * 3 * 0 * 1 * 15 53.3
 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 721 64.4 1 * 60 76.7 120 34.2 50 44.0 35 65.7 442 72.4
 Chapel Hill Free School** 6 50.0 0 * 0 * 4 * 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Person 473 40.6 4 * 1 * 172 28.5 9 33.3 18 33.3 267 49.1
 Bethel Hill** 34 35.3 1 * 1 * 7 0.0 0 * 0 * 25 44.0
 Randolph 1,372 36.7 8 50.0 12 33.3 56 26.8 101 24.8 21 14.3 1,169 38.7
 Asheboro City 326 33.7 2 * 11 63.6 48 29.2 71 21.1 13 38.5 180 38.3
 Rockingham 1,174 31.7 5 60.0 6 66.7 310 22.3 48 22.9 27 29.6 773 35.8
 Vance 622 25.2 1 * 1 * 400 19.5 26 19.2 10 30.0 180 39.4
 Vance Charter** 35 45.7 0 * 0 * 5 40.0 0 * 0 * 30 46.7
 Wake 8,003 47.7 37 29.7 305 65.2 2,161 28.0 424 26.7 242 42.6 4,724 57.9
 Magellan** 65 87.7 0 * 4 * 4 * 1 * 2 * 54 90.7
 Sterling Montessori** 39 46.2 0 * 3 * 5 40.0 0 * 1 * 24 41.7
 Franklin Academy** 68 55.9 0 * 0 * 3 * 0 * 1 * 63 52.4
 East Wake Academy** 49 42.9 0 * 0 * 10 40.0 2 * 1 * 36 44.4
 SPARC Academy** 16 12.5 0 * 0 * 14 7.1 0 * 2 * 0 *
 Torchlight Academy** 9 22.2 0 * 0 * 9 22.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 PreEminent** 61 11.5 1 * 1 * 52 7.7 1 * 2 * 2 *
 Quest Academy** 11 81.8 0 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 2 * 8 87.5
 Hope Elementary** 14 0.0 0 * 0 * 14 0.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Warren 239 18.4 12 50.0 0 * 182 16.5 1 * 6 0.0 36 19.4
 Haliwa-Saponi Tribal** 12 16.7 10 20.0 0 * 0 * 1 * 1 * 0 *
 Wilson 962 31.4 4 * 5 40.0 493 20.3 65 32.3 10 40.0 376 45.5
 S.B. Howard** 61 34.4 1 * 0 * 48 33.3 11 36.4 1 * 0 *

  Notes:   *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 99,382 38.6 50,457 33.3 48,769 44.0 47,893 46.0 47,777 31.8 2,900 26.9 873 17.6
 Central Region 31,123 40.0 15,748 34.7 15,336 45.4 16,624 48.0 12,935 30.2 1,210 32.8 211 16.6
 Alamance-Burlington 1,499 43.2 747 39.4 749 47.1 740 53.8 755 32.8 0 * 23 13.0
 River Mill Academy** 21 57.1 13 46.2 8 75.0 20 60.0 0 * 1 * 0 *
 Clover Garden** 36 41.7 20 35.0 16 50.0 36 41.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Caswell 248 39.1 132 37.9 115 40.9 24 54.2 209 39.7 11 9.1 0 *
 Chatham 477 39.8 258 34.5 219 46.1 337 46.0 130 25.4 0 * 53 15.1
 Chatham Charter** 21 57.1 9 33.3 12 75.0 21 57.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Woods Charter** 9 55.6 3 * 6 50.0 9 55.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Durham 2,323 38.4 1,211 33.1 1,109 44.2 1,273 47.7 985 27.3 31 6.5 0 *
 Maureen Joy** 25 24.0 14 21.4 11 27.3 0 * 25 24.0 0 * 0 *
 Healthy Start** 25 12.0 14 7.1 11 18.2 0 * 25 12.0 0 * 0 *
 Carter Community** 18 5.6 12 0.0 6 16.7 8 12.5 0 * 10 0.0 0 *
 Research Triangle** 62 35.5 32 28.1 30 43.3 62 35.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Omuteko Gwamaziima** 5 60.0 1 * 4 * 0 * 0 * 5 60.0 0 *
 Ann Atwater** 8 25.0 3 * 5 20.0 8 25.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Franklin 595 28.2 303 23.4 291 33.3 88 38.6 412 22.6 94 43.6 2 *
 A Child's Garden** 16 25.0 10 30.0 6 16.7 16 25.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Granville 632 28.2 299 26.1 333 30.0 223 35.4 404 24.3 0 * 5 0.0
 Guilford 4,917 38.7 2,470 33.7 2,438 43.8 2,051 51.0 2,852 29.8 0 * 0 *
 Greensboro Academy** 80 62.5 43 46.5 37 81.1 79 62.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Guilford Charter** 43 48.8 19 31.6 23 65.2 0 * 0 * 43 48.8 0 *
 Phoenix Academy** 25 48.0 14 50.0 11 45.5 0 * 25 48.0 0 * 0 *
 Harnett 1,251 34.6 655 28.2 596 41.6 93 54.8 1,133 33.5 20 0.0 45 22.2
 Johnston 1,784 36.9 883 30.8 899 43.0 871 39.5 904 34.7 8 12.5 23 21.7
 Lee 694 31.7 353 26.1 340 37.4 107 43.0 587 29.6 0 * 22 22.7
 Nash-Rocky Mount 1,364 35.6 690 32.2 673 39.1 54 27.8 1,282 35.6 0 * 6 16.7
 Rocky Mount Prep Sch** 93 35.5 44 25.0 49 44.9 39 35.9 0 * 53 35.8 0 *
 Orange 461 42.1 243 32.9 218 52.3 385 46.2 0 * 63 14.3 3 *
 Orange Charter** 19 47.4 11 27.3 8 75.0 19 47.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 721 64.4 372 59.7 347 69.5 719 64.4 0 * 2 * 0 *
 Chapel Hill Free School** 6 50.0 0 * 6 50.0 6 50.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Person 473 40.6 225 32.0 248 48.4 212 55.7 258 28.7 0 * 0 *
 Bethel Hill** 34 35.3 16 25.0 18 44.4 34 35.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Randolph 1,372 36.7 697 30.8 674 42.7 1,015 41.1 0 * 344 24.4 18 5.6
 Asheboro City 326 33.7 171 31.0 155 36.8 0 * 254 29.9 72 47.2 0 *
 Rockingham 1,174 31.7 613 26.1 561 37.8 319 40.4 846 28.3 2 * 11 9.1
 Vance 622 25.2 306 19.6 315 30.8 96 27.1 525 24.8 0 * 0 *
 Vance Charter** 35 45.7 13 46.2 22 45.5 35 45.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Wake 8,003 47.7 4,040 42.7 3,953 52.8 7,227 48.4 154 24.7 424 41.7 0 *
 Magellan** 65 87.7 28 89.3 37 86.5 65 87.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Sterling Montessori** 39 46.2 20 35.0 19 57.9 36 47.2 0 * 3 * 0 *
 Franklin Academy** 68 55.9 32 43.8 36 66.7 67 55.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 East Wake Academy** 49 42.9 23 30.4 26 53.8 47 44.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 SPARC Academy** 16 12.5 6 16.7 10 10.0 16 12.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.9 22.2 5 20.0 4 * 0 * 9 22.2 0 * 0 *
 PreEminent** 61 11.5 27 3.7 33 18.2 61 11.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Quest Academy** 11 81.8 5 80.0 6 83.3 11 81.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Hope Elementary** 14 0.0 7 0.0 7 0.0 0 * 0 * 14 0.0 0 *
 Warren 239 18.4 122 18.9 117 17.9 0 * 238 18.5 0 * 0 *
 Haliwa-Saponi Tribal** 12 16.7 7 14.3 5 20.0 0 * 2 * 10 20.0 0 *
 Wilson 962 31.4 482 24.3 478 38.5 94 39.4 861 30.7 0 * 0 *
 S.B. Howard** 61 34.4 25 24.0 36 41.7 1 * 60 35.0 0 * 0 *
  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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         North Carolina 2002-03 Report of Student Performance in Writing 
         Grade 7 

Results of the 
Writing 
Assessment 
at Grade 7 

Students in the seventh grade were asked to write an "argumentative" problem-solution 
response to the following prompt: 
 
Your local government has awarded your school $500,000 to spend on school 
improvements. Your principal is concerned about how to use this money in a way 
that will benefit the most students. 
 
Write a letter to your principal on how to best use this money for your school. 
 
Contracted readers scored 103,074 public school responses for grade 7 after the 2002-
03 pilot test.  The scores show that 40.9 percent of the seventh graders wrote well 
enough to score at or above Level III.  This represents a decrease of 22.0 percentage 
points from the 62.9 percent who achieved this level in 2001-02 when the previous 
scoring model was used (the performance standards – achievement level cut points 
were reestablished and adopted by the State Board at the October 2003 meeting).  Less 
than one percent of the seventh graders in the 2002-03 pilot test received the highest 
scores in Level IV and 12.5 percent received the lowest scores in Level I.  In 2002-03, 
less than one percent (0.2) of the papers had problems which made them non-scorable.  
Non-scorable papers receive Achievement Level I rankings and are included in the state 
results as Level I scores. 
 
The average weighted content score for seventh graders taking the pilot test in 2002-03 
was 8.3 on a scale of four to sixteen. The average conventions score was 2.5 on a scale 
of zero to four.  The average Total Writing Score was 10.8 of a possible 20. 
 

Performance of 
Subgroups 
at Grade 7 

Gender 
Approximately 49.4 percent of the female students scored at or above Level compared 
to 32.9 percent for male students. 
 
Ethnicity 
About 51.4 percent of Asian students scored at or above Level III compared to 49.9 
percent of the White students, 41.0 percent of Multi-Racial students, 25.5 percent of 
Black students, 24.8 percent of Hispanic students, and 23.5 percent of American Indian 
students. 

 

                          There were 103,290 seventh grade public and nonpublic school student responses  
  scored by two independent readers.  The inter-rater reliability rates (agreement rates) of  

   the readers are shown below in Table 15. The 70 percent criterion rate for perfect  
  agreement required by the State Board of Education was exceeded and the resolutions 
  required were few.                                                                                           

Table 15 
Seventh Grade Reader Agreement Statistics 

Total Public  and Private Perfect Agreement Adjacent Agreement Resolution Required 
School Papers Percent Percent Percent 

Content          103,290 78.9 21.0 0.0 
Conventions   103,290 75.7 24.2 0.0 

 



Report of  Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Notes: 1The bold vertical line between years indicates that the writing standard, scale, and scoring model changed effective with the 2002-03 school year.
             The data from 2002-03 are reported from the pilot test administration.
             Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Percent of Students Scoring At or Above Level III,
Grade 7

Figure 4.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 1995-96 to 2002-03,
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Report of Student  Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10,  2002-03 Pilot

Notes: 1The bold vertical line between years indicates that the writing standard, scale, and scoring model changed effective with the 2002-03 school year.
             The data from 2002-03 are reported from the pilot test administration.
             Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Figure 5. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 1995-96 to 2002-03,
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Notes:  *N counts equal the number of students tested.
              When summed, gender/ethnicity N counts may not match the state N counts because a gender/ethnicity category may not have been
               coded on some student answer sheets.
               Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Figure 6. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,
Percent of Students At or Above Level III,

Grade 7, By Gender and Ethnicity
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Membership1 Percent of 
Membership

Number 
Tested2

Percent 
Tested3

Number 
Alternate 

Assessments

Percent 
Alternate 

Assessments

Number 
Absent

Percent 
Absent

Total 108,426 100.0 103,074 95.1 * * 5,352 4.9
Female 52,438 48.4 50,312 95.9 * * * *
Male 55,988 51.6 52,582 93.9 * * * *
American Indian 1,508 1.4 1,532 101.6 * * * *
Asian 2,053 1.9 1,848 90.0 * * * *
Black 33,075 30.5 30,374 91.8 * * * *
Hispanic 5,606 5.2 4,665 83.2 * * * *
Multi-Racial 1,683 1.6 2,481 147.4 * * * *
White 64,501 59.5 61,573 95.5 * * * *
Title I 20,583 19.0 19,723 95.8 * * * *
Schoolwide Title I Program 19,653 18.1 18,780 95.6 * * * *
Targeted Assistance 653 0.6 793 121.4 * * * *
Migrant 667 0.6 595 89.2 * * * *
Limited English Proficient (LEP) 3,087 2.8 1,737 56.3 * * * *
All Students with Disabilities 17,510 16.1 14,243 81.3 * * * *
  Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 1,378 1.3 1,150 83.5 * * * *
  Hearing Impaired 135 0.1 113 83.7 * * * *
  Educable Mentally Disabled 2,757 2.5 1,629 59.1 * * * *
  Specific Learning Disabled 7,274 6.7 7,209 99.1 * * * *
  Speech-Language Impaired 289 0.3 253 87.5 * * * *
  Visually Impaired 122 0.1 49 40.2 * * * *
  Other Health Impaired 2,226 2.1 1,977 88.8 * * * *
  Orthopedically Impaired 58 0.1 43 74.1 * * * *
  Traumatic Brain Injury 58 0.1 38 65.5 * * * *
  Autistic 285 0.3 101 35.4 * * * *
  Severely/Profoundly Mentally Disabled 64 0.1 0 0.0 * * * *
  Multihandicapped 134 0.1 12 9.0 * * * *
  Deaf-Blind 526 0.5 0 0.0 * * * *
  Trainable Mentally Disabled 239 0.2 14 5.9 * * * *
  Section 504 1,965 1.8 1,655 84.2 * * * *

  Notes:  1"Membership" is the total number of students on the 2002-03 Masterbuild data file.

                     3"Percent Tested" may exceed 100.0 percent due to coding differences between the Masterbuild file and student test documents for the North Carolina
                       Writing Assessment.
              *These data represent coding on the 2002-03 test documents. Whether or not students were participating in an alternate assessment was not collected on the
                student test documents for this pilot test administration, however, this information will be collected in future years. Data for the alternate assessments can be
                found in the AAAI and AAP sections of this report.
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Table 16. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Statewide Number of Students Tested, Taking Alternate Assessments, and Number Not Tested,
Grade 7

                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Category

                      2"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing assessment.

Not Tested
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Grade 7 Number 
Tested

Level 1 Level II Level III Level IV

1995-96 87,072 4,253 31,004 43,652 8,163

4.9 35.6 50.1 9.4

1996-97 88,422 3,325 6,574 44,040 4,483

3.8 41.4 49.8 5.1

1997-98 91,332 5,272 28,950 47,330 9,780

5.8 31.7 51.8 10.7

1998-99 90,921 2,084 24,888 56,188 7,761

 2.3 27.4 61.8 8.5  

1999-00 93,567 1,543 24,710 61,869 5,445
1.6 26.4 66.1 5.8

2000-01 98,178 2,383 23,884 64,810 7,101

2.4 24.3 66.0 7.2

2001-02 101,425 1,949 35,697 60,898 2,899

1.9 35.2 60.1 2.9
           

*2002-03 103,074 12,935 47,964 42,151 24
12.5 46.5 40.9 <0.1

Notes:  *The writing standard, scale, and scoring model changed effective with the 2002-03 school year.
            Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Achievement Levels

Table 17. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 1995-96 to 2002-03,
Distribution of Achievement Levels Across Years,

Grade 7
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Number Percent
At or At or Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Number  Above Above At At At At At At At At
Tested1 Percent2

Level III Level III Level I Level I Level II Level II Level III Level III Level IV Level IV
All Students 103,074 100.0 42,175 40.9 12,935 12.5 47,964 46.5 42,151 40.9 24 0.0
Female 50,312 48.8 24,839 49.4 4,007 8.0 21,466 42.7 24,821 49.3 18 0.0
Male 52,582 51.0 17,302 32.9 8,881 16.9 26,399 50.2 17,296 32.9 6 0.0
Not Coded 180 0.2 34 18.9 47 26.1 99 55.0 34 18.9 0 0.0
American Indian 1,532 1.5 360 23.5 313 20.4 859 56.1 360 23.5 0 0.0
Asian 1,848 1.8 950 51.4 153 8.3 745 40.3 948 51.3 2 0.1
Black 30,374 29.5 7,755 25.5 6,025 19.8 16,594 54.6 7,755 25.5 0 0.0
Hispanic 4,665 4.5 1,158 24.8 1,099 23.6 2,408 51.6 1,157 24.8 1 0.0
Multi-Racial 2,481 2.4 1,017 41.0 291 11.7 1,173 47.3 1,016 41.0 1 0.0
White 61,573 59.7 30,739 49.9 4,937 8.0 25,897 42.1 30,719 49.9 20 0.0
Not Coded 601 0.6 196 32.6 117 19.5 288 47.9 196 32.6 0 0.0
Not Exceptional 73,098 70.9 27,446 37.5 7,481 10.2 38,171 52.2 27,444 37.5 2 0.0
Academically/Intellectually Gifted                 16,042 15.6 12,961 80.8 128 0.8 2,953 18.4 12,939 80.7 22 0.1
     AIG Reading 12,723 12.3 10,511 82.6 82 0.6 2,130 16.7 10,492 82.5 19 0.1
     AIG Mathematics 12,094 11.7 9,782 80.9 102 0.8 2,210 18.3 9,761 80.7 21 0.2
All Students with Disabilities 14,243 13.8 1,691 11.9 5,382 37.8 7,170 50.3 1,690 11.9 1 0.0
    Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 1,150 1.1 88 7.7 643 55.9 419 36.4 88 7.7 0 0.0
    Hearing Impaired                    113 0.1 23 20.4 45 39.8 45 39.8 23 20.4 0 0.0
    Educable Mentally Disabled       1,629 1.6 8 0.5 1,251 76.8 370 22.7 8 0.5 0 0.0
    Specific Learning Disabled          7,209 7.0 788 10.9 2,334 32.4 4,087 56.7 788 10.9 0 0.0
       Learning Disabled-Reading 4,984 4.8 431 8.6 1,829 36.7 2,724 54.7 431 8.6 0 0.0
       Learning Disabled-Mathematics 2,477 2.4 219 8.8 1,036 41.8 1,222 49.3 219 8.8 0 0.0
       Learning Disabled-Written Expression 5,765 5.6 630 10.9 1,887 32.7 3,248 56.3 630 10.9 0 0.0
       Learning Disabled-Other 150 0.1 23 15.3 56 37.3 71 47.3 23 15.3 0 0.0
    Speech-Language Impaired          253 0.2 56 22.1 67 26.5 130 51.4 56 22.1 0 0.0
    Visually Impaired                   49 0.0 19 38.8 7 14.3 23 46.9 19 38.8 0 0.0
    Other Health Impaired               1,977 1.9 285 14.4 666 33.7 1,026 51.9 285 14.4 0 0.0
    Orthopedically Impaired             43 0.0 7 16.3 12 27.9 24 55.8 7 16.3 0 0.0
    Traumatic Brain Injured           38 0.0 5 13.2 14 36.8 19 50.0 5 13.2 0 0.0
    Autistic 101 0.1 18 17.8 60 59.4 23 22.8 18 17.8 0 0.0
    Severely/Profoundly Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
    Multihandicapped 12 0.0 0 0.0 11 91.7 1 8.3 0 0.0 0 0.0
    Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *

            The total for "All Students with Disabilities" includes Section 504 but not those in the "Not Coded" category.
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Table 18.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 7
Characteristics and Performance by Achievement Level,

Category

Notes: 1"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing test.
           2"Percent" is calculated based on the number tested in the "All Students" category.
            *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than five students.

            Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.  
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Number Percent
At or At or Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Number  Above Above At At At At At At At At
Tested1 Percent2

Level III Level III Level I Level I Level II Level II Level III Level III Level IV Level IV
    Trainable Mentally Disabled 14 0.0 0 0.0 13 92.9 1 7.1 0 0.0 0 0.0
    Section 504 1,655 1.6 394 23.8 259 15.6 1,002 60.5 393 23.7 1 0.1
    Not Coded 1,346 1.3 471 35.0 203 15.1 672 49.9 471 35.0 0 0.0
Limited English Proficient 1,737 1.7 176 10.1 676 38.9 885 50.9 176 10.1 0 0.0
     LEP First Year 273 0.3 24 8.8 147 53.8 102 37.4 24 8.8 0 0.0
     LEP Second Year 510 0.5 50 9.8 236 46.3 224 43.9 50 9.8 0 0.0
Not Served by Title I 82,275 79.8 35,982 43.7 9,060 11.0 37,233 45.3 35,960 43.7 22 0.0
Schoolwide Title I Program 18,780 18.2 5,492 29.2 3,531 18.8 9,757 52.0 5,490 29.2 2 0.0
Targeted Assistance 793 0.8 231 29.1 125 15.8 437 55.1 231 29.1 0 0.0
Migrant 595 0.6 205 34.5 110 18.5 280 47.1 205 34.5 0 0.0
Accommodations

Braille Edition 6 0.0 3 50.0 1 16.7 2 33.3 3 50.0 0 0
Large Print Edition 48 0.0 11 22.9 13 27.1 24 50.0 11 22.9 0 0.0
Assistive Technology Devices 52 0.1 22 42.3 16 30.8 14 26.9 22 42.3 0 0.0
Keyboarding Devices 204 0.2 93 45.6 41 20.1 70 34.3 92 45.1 1 0.5
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
Dictation to Scribe 1,403 1.4 70 5.0 645 46.0 688 49.0 70 5.0 0 0.0
Interpreter/Transliterator Signs/Cues Test 18 0.0 3 16.7 10 55.6 5 27.8 3 16.7 0 0.0
Magnification Devices 19 0.0 4 21.1 5 26.3 10 52.6 4 21.1 0 0.0
Student Marks Answers in Test Book 1,584 1.5 147 9.3 603 38.1 834 52.7 147 9.3 0 0.0
Accommodation Notification Form 2 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud (in English) 6,527 6.3 476 7.3 3,089 47.3 2,962 45.4 476 7.3 0 0.0
Braille Writer/Slate and Stylus (and Braille Paper) 6 0.0 3 50.0 1 16.7 2 33.3 3 50.0 0 0
Hospital/Home Testing 21 0.0 3 14.3 8 38.1 10 47.6 3 14.3 0 0.0
Multiple Testing Sessions 1,951 1.9 145 7.4 922 47.3 884 45.3 145 7.4 0 0.0
Scheduled Extended Time 11,950 11.6 1,175 9.8 4,738 39.6 6,037 50.5 1,174 9.8 1 0.0
Testing in a Separate Room 9,649 9.4 818 8.5 4,180 43.3 4,651 48.2 818 8.5 0 0.0
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 558 0.5 39 7.0 258 46.2 261 46.8 39 7.0 0 0.0
One Test Item Per Page Edition 0 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *

            The total for "All Students with Disabilities" includes Section 504 but not those in the "Not Coded" category.
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Notes: 1"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing test.
           2"Percent" is calculated based on the number tested in the "All Students" category.
            *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than five students.

            Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program. 

Category

Table 18.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Characteristics and Performance by Achievement Level,
Grade 7 (continued)
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Average Average
Number  Average Total Weighted Conventions Number Percent
Tested1 Percent2

Writing Score Content Score Score Non-scorable Non-scorable
All Students 103,074 100.0 10.8 8.3 2.5 214 0.2
Female 50,312 48.8 11.4 8.6 2.8 41 0.1
Male 52,582 51.0 10.2 8.0 2.3 171 0.3
Not Coded 180 0.2 9.1 7.3 1.8 2 1.1
American Indian 1,532 1.5 9.6 7.6 2.0 3 0.2
Asian 1,848 1.8 11.6 8.8 2.8 5 0.3
Black 30,374 29.5 9.7 7.6 2.1 67 0.2
Hispanic 4,665 4.5 9.5 7.6 2.0 58 1.2
Multi-Racial 2,481 2.4 10.9 8.3 2.6 7 0.3
White 61,573 59.7 11.5 8.7 2.8 70 0.1
Not Coded 601 0.6 10.1 7.8 2.2 4 0.7
Not Exceptional 73,098 70.9 10.8 8.2 2.5 88 0.1
Academically/Intellectually Gifted                 16,042 15.6 13.4 9.9 3.6 2 0.0
    AIG Reading 12,723 12.3 13.6 9.9 3.6 3 0.0
    AIG Mathematics 12,094 11.7 13.5 9.9 3.6 2 0.0
All Students with Disabilities 14,243 13.8 8.1 6.8 1.3 121 0.8
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 1,150 1.1 7.1 6.0 1.1 17 1.5
Hearing Impaired                    113 0.1 8.4 6.8 1.6 0 0.0
Educable Mentally Disabled       1,629 1.6 5.6 5.1 0.5 52 3.2
Specific Learning Disabled          7,209 7.0 8.3 7.0 1.3 29 0.4
    Learning Disabled-Reading 4,984 4.8 8.0 6.8 1.1 19 0.4
    Learning Disabled-Mathematics 2,477 2.4 7.7 6.6 1.1 15 0.6
    Learning Disabled-Written Expression 5,765 5.6 8.3 7.0 1.2 26 0.5
    Learning Disabled-Other 150 0.1 8.5 6.9 1.5 2 1.3
Speech-Language Impaired          253 0.2 9.2 7.5 1.8 2 0.8
Visually Impaired                   49 0.0 10.6 8.3 2.3 0 0.0
Other Health Impaired               1,977 1.9 8.5 7.0 1.5 5 0.3
Orthopedically Impaired             43 0.0 8.7 7.6 1.1 2 4.7
Traumatic Brain Injured           38 0.0 8.6 7.1 1.4 0 0.0
Autistic 101 0.1 7.4 6.2 1.2 7 6.9
Severely/Profoundly Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 * * * * *
Multihandicapped 12 0.0 4.4 4.3 0.1 0 0.0
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 * * * * *

            The total for "All Students with Disabilities" includes Section 504 but not those in the "Not Coded" category.
           *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than five students.

            Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program. 

Category
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Table 19.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Average Score,
Grade 7

Notes: 1"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing test.
           2"Percent" is calculated based on the number tested in the "All Students" category.
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Average Average
Number  Average Total Weighted Conventions Number Percent
Tested1 Percent2

Writing Score Content Score Score Non-scorable Non-scorable
    Trainable Mentally Disabled 14 0.0 4.5 4.4 0.1 3 21.4
    Section 504 1,655 1.6 9.9 7.8 2.1 4 0.2
    Not Coded 1,346 1.3 10.4 8.0 2.4 7 0.5
Limited English Proficient 1,737 1.7 8.1 6.8 1.3 51 2.9
     LEP First Year 273 0.3 7.6 6.4 1.2 29 10.6
     LEP Second Year 510 0.5 7.7 6.6 1.1 20 3.9
Not Served by Title I 82,275 79.8 11.0 8.4 2.6 152 0.2
Schoolwide Title I Program 18,780 18.2 9.9 7.7 2.2 52 0.3
Targeted Assistance 793 0.8 10.0 7.8 2.2 2 0.3
Migrant 595 0.6 10.2 8.1 2.1 4 0.7
Accommodations
Braille Edition 6 0.0 11.3 9.0 2.3 0 0.0
Large Print Edition 48 0.0 9.3 7.5 1.8 1 2.1
Assistive Technology Devices 52 0.1 10.4 8.3 2.1 0 0.0
Keyboarding Devices 204 0.2 11.1 8.6 2.5 11 5.4
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0
Dictation to Scribe 1,403 1.4 6.7 6.7 0.0 12 0.9
Interpreter/Transliterator Signs/Cues Test 18 0.0 7.2 6.1 1.1 0 0.0
Magnification Devices 19 0.0 9.3 7.7 1.7 1 5.3
Student Marks Answers in Test Book 1,584 1.5 8.0 6.7 1.3 18 1.1
Accommodation Notification Form 2 0.0 * * * * *
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud (in English) 6,527 6.3 7.4 6.4 1.0 96 1.5
Braille Writer/Slate and Stylus (and Braille Paper) 6 0.0 11.5 8.7 2.8 0 0.0
Hospital/Home Testing 21 0.0 8.1 6.5 1.7 0 0.0
Multiple Testing Sessions 1,951 1.9 7.4 6.4 1.0 21 1.1
Scheduled Extended Time 11,950 11.6 7.9 6.7 1.2 125 1.0
Testing in a Separate Room 9,649 9.4 7.7 6.6 1.1 112 1.2
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 558 0.5 7.6 6.4 1.1 17 3.0
One Test Item Per Page Edition 0 0.0 * * * * *

            The total for "All Students with Disabilities" includes Section 504 but not those in the "Not Coded" category.

Notes: 1"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing test.
           2"Percent" is calculated based on the number tested in the "All Students" category.

Table 19.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Average Score,
Grade 7 (continued)

Category
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           *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than five students.

            Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.  
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Table 20.  North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot, 

 Distribution of Scale Scores, 
Grade 7  

 
 
 
 

TOTAL NUMBER 
OF STUDENTS               103,074 
 
NUMBER OF         HIGH SCORE 20 
STUDENTS WITH  102,860 
SCORES           LOW SCORE   4 
 
NUMBER OF NON- 
SCORABLE PAPERS           214 
 
MEAN    10.8        2002 STATE   SCALE 

PERCENTILES   SCORE 
STANDARD                  90     15.52 
DEVIATION       3.1                75     12.44 

          50 (MEDIAN)   10.72 
VARIANCE     9.4                25       9.55 
                                                                                 10       6.25 
 
 
 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
 

    SCALE                                    CUMULATIVE                                       CUMULATIVE   
    SCORE              FREQUENCY        FREQUENCY               PERCENT               PERCENT  
           20                  21        103074                0.02           100.00 
           18                     3         103053               0.00            99.98 
           16         10474        103050             10.16           99.98 
           15            1721          92576                1.67            89.82 
           14           9198          90855               8.92            88.15 
           13           3323         81657               3.22            79.22 
           12        17435       78334          16.92            76.00 
           11        12019        60899           11.66            59.08 
           10         24258          48880          23.53            47.42 
             9           4701          24622                4.56            23.89 
             8             6986          19921                6.78            19.33 
             7           1670        12935                1.62            12.55 
             6           3780         11265                3.67            10.93 
             5           1229           7485                1.19               7.26 
             4           6042            6256                5.86               6.07 
           NS             214                214                0.21               0.21 

            
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
Notes:   Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program. 
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2002-03 
 

North Carolina Writing Assessment 
 

Pilot Test Administrations 
 

Grade 7 
 
 
 
 

Copies of Grade 7 
 

Sample Student Responses 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The following pages provide copies of sample student responses from grade 7. The content 
score, conventions score, total writing score, achievement level, and annotated explanations of 
the scores are provided for each response. 
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Grade 7 Sample Student Response #1 (continued)
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Content Score: 4 Total Writing Score: 6

Conventions Score: 2 Achievement Level: I

Content Annotation:

While the paper discusses many ways in which to spend the money, the paper doesn't maintain focus on any of them.
Instead, it merely lists the things the school could spend the money on, with little or no elaboration on those details ("Put
some more concrete on the ground so it can be hard.") Ideas are presented randomly; this organizational structure does
not establish connection among ideas ("We can even get some more books for the library or we can get some
computers for the library. Somebody can come a repaint the walls, put some more concrete on the ground so it can be hard.
Plus we can get some more basketball jersey's for the boy's and girl's basketball team."). Most of the vocabulary words
lack precision ("...buy some computer and some printers and stuff like that."). The paper's weaknesses in focus,
organization, vocabulary, and elaboration outweigh the minimal sentence fluency exhibited, and the paper remains a 1 in
content.

Conventions Annotation:

Although the response contains several run−ons and comma−splices ("Well your right I would be concerned to, they
might even buy you stuff that we don't even need...") these appear alongside sentences that are correctly formed.
Similarly, while agreement errors exist throughout, ("...buy some computer..." "...get a snack machines."), there are
several sentences that contain correct usage. There are few errors in mechanics (basketball jersey's, truely). Overall,
the response exhibits minimal control of grammatical conventions and receives a 1.

Grade 7 Sample Student Response #1 (continued)
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Grade 7 Sample Student Response #2
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Content Score: 8 Total Writing Score: 10

Conventions Score: 2 Achievement Level: II

Content Annotation:

An organizational structure is attempted, (introduction, "First of all..." "Another thing..." "Last but not least,"
conclusion), but details are general and undeveloped, and the elaboration is weak in support of the topic ("... more
books in the library. It would give the kids more of a varity that might make them want to read more."). Thus, the paper
is minimally complete. Also, the response exhibits minimal use of sentence fluency and precise vocabulary ("Last but
not least you could buy new updated school books. Some of the books you you have now are old and haven't been
updated on what's going on and for them to learn properly they need to know what's happining.").

Conventions Annotation:

There are a couple of sentence formation errors ("In my opinion this is very important, I think so because with more
computers more kids can use them. Also because they can research information which will help them learn."), alongside
several correctly−formed sentences. Sound usage and few mechanical errors, including absent commas and spelling
errors (e.g. "reasearch," "varity," "happining"), indicate minimal control of conventions, overall.

Grade 7 Sample Student Response #2 (continued)
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Content Score: 12 Total Writing Score: 14

Conventions Score: 2 Achievement Level: III

Content Annotation:

The topic/subject is generally clear. The organizational structure establishes relationships among ideas ("First of all
something should be done about these walls..." "Also, our school is in great need of new overhead projectors."), and
ideas progress logically from one to the next. Elaboration of some ideas is weaker than others; the need for new overhead
projectors is more thoroughly elaborated than the need for paint on the walls, for example. Specific details are found in
the dollar amounts offered for school improvements, "30 teachers" and "50% of our lockers." Reasonable use of
sentence fluency is demonstrated ("First of all something should be done about these walls which have been
vandalized. If we could get two coats of paint for ever wall in ever building that would be an excllent start. We don't
have to buy such expensive paint and waste money, we could buy a cheeper brand.").

Conventions Annotation:

Despite several sentence formation errors ("We don't have to buy such expensive paint and waste money, we could buy
a cheeper brand" and "We need lockers that won't let us down, this shouldn't cost..."), usage errors ("welled rounded"),
and mechanics errors and misspellings ("ever" for every, "excllent," "exspensive," "cheeper," "over head"), there are many  
things that are not done correctly throughout the response, indicating minimal control of conventions appropriate to the writing 

Grade 7 Sample Student Response #3 (continued)

Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

68

task.



Grade 7 Sample Student Response #4

Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

69



Grade 7 Sample Student Response #4 (continued)

Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

70



Content Score: 16 Total Writing Score: 20

Conventions Score: 4 Achievement Level: IV

Content Annotation:

The topic (the need for books) is clear, and focus is maintained throughout the paper. The organizational structure
establishes relationships between and among ideas, although the shift from textbooks in the second paragraph to library
books in the third paragraph and then back to textbooks in the fourth paragraph represents a minor problem with
progression. Support and elaboration are related to and supportive of the topic/subject, and the response consists of
specific, developed details (" A lot of our worksheets come from our textbooks. These textbooks have many errors, and
so do the teacher's answer keys. If we get new books there most likely wouldn't be as many errors and therefore every
student would learn more and understand things better. This way every student in our entire school would learn more by
using new, improved books that would benefit everyone..."). Sentences like the quote above also exhibit skillful use of
sentence fluency, and this occurs throughout the paper. Vocabulary is skillfully precise and purposeful (recently
informed, prime solution, tattered, desprately, decade, literally falling apart). Use of direct adress shows a consistent
awareness of audience and strengthens the argument ("...now you are confused.." " Since this is only your second year
here..." "...I hope you see my point of view..." "You want our school to be a school of excellence, right?").

Conventions Annotation:

A variety of sentence types are well controlled; there is only one sentence formation error to speak of ("This way every
student in our entire school would learn more by using new improved books that would benefit everyone I think books
would be the prime solution."). Usage is well−controlled, too, and the errors that do occur are contained within
mechanics (reation, Whever, reasearch, missing commas throughout), and these minor effects do not impede the
reader's understanding of the ideas conveyed. Thus reasonable control of grammatical conventions is exhibited.
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State Percent† 2003 LEA Performance
97 Magellan**...
91 Metrolina**...
77 Woods Charter**...
75 Quality Education**
74 Exploris**

2001 State 73
2000 State 72 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City...
1999 State 70 Mount Airy City

69 Quest Academy**...
67 Summit Charter**
66 Greensboro Academy**...
64 Mountain Community**, Vance Charter**

1998,2002 State 63 Lake Norman**...
61 Watauga...

1996 State 59 Wake
58 Polk
57 Chapel Hill Free School**...

1997 State 55 Dare, Downtown Middle**, Haywood
54 Buncombe, Franklin Academy**, Union
53 Alleghany, Catawba
52 Cabarrus, Graham, River Mill Academy**
51 Orange, Yadkin
50 Asheboro City, Brevard Academy**, C.G. Woodson**, Iredell-Statesville, McDowell, Newton-Conover City
49 Avery, Evergreen Community**, Stanly, Thomas Jefferson**
48 Burke, Elkin City, Jackson, Pender, Yancey
47 Johnston
46 Ashe, Cherokee, Harnett, Kings Mountain City, Transylvania, Winston-Salem/Forsyth
45 Caswell, Clinton City, Henderson, Lincoln Charter**, Stokes
44 American Ren. Middle**, Chatham Charter**, Guilford, Kestrel Heights**, Mitchell, Moore, Mooresville City, Person
43 Chatham, Davie, New Hanover, Wayne
42 Caldwell, Carteret, Duplin, Piedmont Community**

2003 State 41 Cleveland, Clover Garden**, Currituck, Hickory City, Lee, Nash-Rocky Mount, Research Triangle**, 
Sterling Montessori**, Swain

40 Arapahoe Charter**, Lincoln
39 Alamance-Burlington, Alexander, East Wake Academy**, F Delany New School**
38 Brunswick, Clay, Durham, Gaston, Rowan-Salisbury
37 Bethany Community**, Cumberland, Davidson, Edenton/Chowan, Macon, Onslow, Orange Charter**, Pamlico
36 Franklin, Randolph
35 Perquimans, Surry, Whiteville City, Wilkes
34 Anson, Hyde, Madison, Montgomery
33 Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Forsyth Academies**, Pitt, Rockingham, Rocky Mount Prep Sch**
32 Beaufort, Cape Fear Center**, Roanoke Rapids City
31 Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Guilford Charter**, Shelby City
30 Asheville City
29 Bladen, Bridges**, Rutherford
28 Granville, Kannapolis City, Northampton
27 Columbus, Scotland
26 Gates, Halifax, Vance
25 Camden
24 Martin, Richmond, Sampson
23 Bertie, Lenoir, Wilson
22 Craven
21 Edgecombe, Hoke, Robeson, Weldon City
20 Thomasville City...
18 Hertford, Imani Institute**
17 Lexington City...
15 Sugar Creek**, Tyrrell, Warren, Washington
14 Alpha Academy**, Greene, Omuteko Gwamaziima**, S.B. Howard**
13 Jones...
11 Ann Atwater**, Grandfather Academy**, Haliwa-Saponi Tribal**
10 Carter Community**
9 CIS Academy**, SPARC Academy**...
3 MAST**
* Crossnore Academy**, Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School**, Phoenix Academy**, Provisions Academy**, 

Success Institute**

 Notes:    †Percents are rounded to the nearest whole percent. 
               *Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five.
             **Denotes a charter school.  For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name        
                can be found in the Appendix.        
                Data for 2003 are reported using the revised standard and are generated using the new scoring model.
                Data for 2002-03 are from the pilot test administration.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.  
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State Mean Score† 2003 LEA Performance
15.3 Magellan**...
14.9 Metrolina**...
13.1 Mount Airy City
13.0 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City, Quest Academy**
12.9 Exploris**
12.7 Greensboro Academy**
12.5 Vance Charter**
12.3 Lake Norman**, Woods Charter**
12.1 Summit Charter**, Wake, Watauga
12.0 Haywood, Polk
11.9 Alleghany, Buncombe, Catawba, Dare, Downtown Middle**, Franklin Academy**, Union
11.7 American Ren. Middle**, Avery, Cabarrus, Chapel Hill Free School**, East Wake Academy**, 

River Mill Academy, Yadkin
11.5 Asheboro City, C.G. Woodson**, Caswell, Cherokee, Clinton City, Harnett, Iredell-Statesville, 

Johnston, McDowell, Newton-Conover City, Piedmont Community**, Stanly
11.3 Ashe, Bethany Community**, Brevard Academy**, Burke, Davie, Elkin City, 

Evergreen Community**, Graham, Henderson, Jackson, Kestrel Heights**, Kings Mountain City, 
Lincoln Charter**, Moore, Mooresville City, Orange, Pender, Quality Education **, Stokes, 
Transylvania, Winston-Salem/Forsyth

11.1 Caldwell, Chatham, Clover Garden**, Currituck, Person, Thomas Jefferson**, Yancey
11.0 Guilford, Mitchell, Mountain Community**, Swain, Wayne

2003 State 10.9 Alexander, Carteret, Cleveland, Duplin, Gaston, Lincoln, New Hanover
10.7 Alamance-Burlington, Arapahoe Charter**, Beaufort, Brunswick, Cape Fear Center**, Clay, 

Cumberland, Durham, Edenton/Chowan, Forsyth Academies**, Lee, Macon, Montgomery, 
Nash-Rocky Mount, Onslow, Pamlico, Research Triangle**, Rowan-Salisbury

10.5 Anson, Franklin, Guilford Charter**, Hickory City, Randolph, Roanoke Rapids City, Rockingham, 
Sterling Montessouri**, Surry, Wilkes

10.3 Asheville City, Davidson, F Delany New School**, Granville, Hyde, Madison, Northampton, 
Orange Charter**, Perquimans, Pitt, Whiteville City

10.1 Bladen, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Kannapolis City, Rocky Mount Prep Sch**
10.0 Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Scotland
9.9 Columbus, Vance
9.7 Camden, Chatham Charter**, Gates, Halifax, Richmond, Rutherford, SPARC Academy**, 

Shelby City
9.5 Alpha Academy**, Bertie, Edgecombe, Hoke, Imani Institute**, Tyrrell, Wilson
9.3 Craven, Lenoir, Martin, Robeson, Sampson, Thomasville City...
9.0 Hertford
8.9 Greene, Jones, S.B. Howard**, Sugar Creek**, Weldon City
8.7 Carter Community**, Warren, Washington
8.5 Ann Atwater**, Lexington City...
8.1 CIS Academy**, Omuteko Gwamaziima**
8.0 Bridges**...
7.5 Kennedy Charter**
7.3 Haliwa-Saponi Tribal**
7.1 MAST**...
6.7 Provisions Academy**
6.5 Crossnore Academy**...
6.1 Grandfather Academy**
* Lakeside School**, Phoenix Academy**, Success Institute**

 Notes: †Scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
            *Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five.
          **Denotes a charter school.  For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name        
              can be found in the Appendix.        
              Data for 2003 are reported using the revised standard and are generated usig the new scoring model.
              Data for 2002-03 are from the pilot test administration.
              Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.    

Table 22.  North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,
 Average Total Writing Score, by LEA,

Grade 7 
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Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 103,074 40.9 1,532 23.5 1,848 51.4 30,374 25.5 4,665 24.8 2,481 41.0 61,573 49.9
 Western Region 7,434 46.4 98 41.8 43 65.1 513 23.8 182 25.8 141 38.3 6,438 49.0
 Buncombe 1,925 54.3 14 50.0 12 75.0 118 38.1 42 35.7 54 44.4 1,678 56.2
 Asheville City 285 29.8 0 * 0 * 142 14.8 4 * 10 40.0 129 45.7
 F Delany New School** 18 38.9 0 * 1 * 4 * 1 * 0 * 12 50.0
 Evergreen Community** 35 48.6 0 * 0 * 1 * 1 * 4 * 28 53.6
 Cherokee 289 46.4 7 28.6 2 * 8 25.0 5 40.0 4 * 261 48.3
 Clay 88 37.5 0 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 1 * 85 36.5
 Graham 99 51.5 8 62.5 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 89 50.6
 Haywood 611 55.2 4 * 1 * 5 60.0 13 30.8 7 57.1 580 55.9
 Henderson 933 45.3 0 * 8 50.0 36 11.1 55 21.8 16 37.5 817 48.5
 Mountain Community** 11 63.6 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 11 63.6
 Jackson 302 48.3 26 42.3 0 * 2 * 5 40.0 4 * 264 49.6
 Summit Charter** 15 66.7 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 15 66.7
 Macon 293 36.5 3 * 3 * 5 40.0 7 0.0 5 0.0 270 38.1
 Madison 181 33.7 0 * 0 * 0 * 2 * 1 * 178 34.3
 McDowell 526 50.2 4 * 7 42.9 28 21.4 10 30.0 4 * 472 52.5
 Mitchell 187 43.9 0 * 0 * 0 * 3 * 1 * 182 42.9
 Polk 186 57.5 0 * 0 * 15 46.7 7 14.3 6 66.7 158 60.1
 Rutherford 772 29.3 3 * 3 * 131 20.6 18 22.2 13 15.4 604 31.5
 Thomas Jefferson** 69 49.3 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 1 * 67 49.3
 Swain 150 40.7 29 41.4 1 * 1 * 3 * 1 * 115 40.9
 Transylvania 271 45.8 0 * 4 * 14 21.4 1 * 7 42.9 244 47.1
 Brevard Academy** 10 50.0 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 1 * 8 50.0
 Yancey 178 47.8 0 * 0 * 1 * 5 0.0 1 * 171 49.7

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Asian Black Hispanic Multi-Racial

Grade 7, by LEA and Ethnicity
Western Region

Total
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Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At or 
Above Level 

III
Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 103,074 40.9 52,582 32.9 50,312 49.4 82,275 43.7 18,780 29.2 793 29.1 595 34.5
 Western Region 7,434 46.4 3,915 38.0 3,509 55.9 6,201 46.7 1,047 45.8 139 45.3 5 0.0
 Buncombe 1,925 54.3 985 45.4 940 63.6 1,921 54.4 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Asheville City 285 29.8 160 22.5 125 39.2 285 29.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 F Delany New School** 18 38.9 13 38.5 5 40.0 12 50.0 0 * 6 16.7 0 *
 Evergreen Community** 35 48.6 24 50.0 11 45.5 0 * 0 * 35 48.6 0 *
 Cherokee 289 46.4 165 43.0 124 50.8 205 36.6 84 70.2 0 * 0 *
 Clay 88 37.5 49 30.6 39 46.2 86 37.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Graham 99 51.5 54 44.4 44 61.4 99 51.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Haywood 611 55.2 332 50.3 279 60.9 604 55.3 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Henderson 933 45.3 529 38.0 400 55.3 923 45.6 0 * 0 * 3 *
 Mountain Community** 11 63.6 8 75.0 3 * 0 * 0 * 9 66.7 0 *
 Jackson 302 48.3 154 35.7 148 61.5 8 12.5 273 51.3 20 25.0 0 *
 Summit Charter** 15 66.7 7 57.1 8 75.0 15 66.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Macon 293 36.5 150 27.3 140 46.4 24 37.5 266 36.5 0 * 0 *
 Madison 181 33.7 93 21.5 88 46.6 181 33.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 McDowell 526 50.2 264 42.4 262 58.0 526 50.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Mitchell 187 43.9 89 33.7 98 53.1 0 * 187 43.9 0 * 0 *
 Polk 186 57.5 87 49.4 99 64.6 185 57.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Rutherford 772 29.3 410 20.2 361 39.6 770 29.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Thomas Jefferson** 69 49.3 40 40.0 29 62.1 0 * 0 * 69 49.3 0 *
 Swain 150 40.7 75 25.3 74 55.4 0 * 150 40.7 0 * 0 *
 Transylvania 271 45.8 139 36.7 132 55.3 256 46.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Brevard Academy** 10 50.0 4 * 6 66.7 0 * 10 50.0 0 * 0 *
 Yancey 178 47.8 84 32.1 94 61.7 101 48.5 77 46.8 0 * 0 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Female Not Served by Title I
Schoolwide Title I 

Program Target Assistance

Grade 7, by LEA, Gender, Title I, and Migrant Students,
Western Region

Total
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Table 23b. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Male Migrant
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Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 103,074 40.9 1,532 23.5 1,848 51.4 30,374 25.5 4,665 24.8 2,481 41.0 61,573 49.9
 Northwest Region 16,150 44.7 44 27.3 398 39.2 2,543 29.7 765 23.3 313 40.6 12,037 49.6
 Alexander 394 38.6 0 * 18 22.2 30 26.7 13 15.4 3 * 330 41.5
 Alleghany 124 53.2 0 * 0 * 1 * 5 20.0 1 * 117 55.6
 Ashe 231 45.9 3 * 0 * 1 * 4 * 2 * 219 47.5
 Avery 154 49.4 1 * 0 * 0 * 5 20.0 0 * 148 50.7
 Grandfather Academy** 9 11.1 0 * 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 8 12.5
 Crossnore Academy** 6 0.0 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 5 0.0
 Burke 1,172 48.1 5 60.0 113 34.5 83 30.1 54 27.8 13 69.2 901 52.5
 Caldwell 990 42.2 0 * 6 33.3 60 31.7 29 41.4 19 47.4 871 43.2
 Catawba 1,279 53.1 5 20.0 89 33.7 83 27.7 41 31.7 30 53.3 1,025 57.7
 Hickory City 351 41.0 0 * 29 37.9 90 20.0 33 18.2 11 18.2 186 57.5
 Newton-Conover City 228 50.4 0 * 18 27.8 41 26.8 21 28.6 8 37.5 140 64.3
 Davidson 1,584 37.4 11 27.3 11 18.2 44 27.3 29 31.0 12 8.3 1,471 38.3
 Lexington City 241 16.6 0 * 19 36.8 107 12.1 41 9.8 13 15.4 61 23.0
 Thomasville City 173 19.7 0 * 0 * 80 22.5 19 10.5 3 * 69 20.3
 Davie 471 43.1 2 * 0 * 42 38.1 17 29.4 12 25.0 398 44.7
 Winston-Salem/Forsyth 3,605 45.8 9 33.3 33 63.6 1,343 29.4 223 19.7 111 38.7 1,880 60.7
 Quality Education** 16 75.0 0 * 0 * 15 73.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Downtown Middle** 92 55.4 1 * 0 * 56 58.9 2 * 1 * 32 53.1
 C.G. Woodson** 18 50.0 0 * 0 * 17 52.9 1 * 0 * 0 *
 Forsyth Academies** 60 33.3 0 * 0 * 29 37.9 2 * 3 * 26 26.9
 Iredell-Statesville 1,417 50.3 5 0.0 32 62.5 217 32.7 71 31.0 23 52.2 1,062 55.2
 American Ren. Middle** 46 43.5 0 * 0 * 6 16.7 1 * 1 * 38 44.7
 Success Institute** 2 * 0 * 0 * 2 * 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Mooresville City 372 43.5 0 * 5 60.0 70 22.9 7 0.0 8 50.0 282 49.3
 Stokes 584 45.0 0 * 1 * 29 34.5 7 28.6 10 60.0 534 45.7
 Surry 682 35.0 1 * 4 * 18 5.6 46 21.7 9 33.3 603 37.1
 Elkin City 90 47.8 0 * 0 * 3 * 7 14.3 3 * 75 53.3
 Mount Airy City 155 69.7 0 * 7 42.9 23 43.5 4 * 2 * 119 78.2
 Watauga 374 61.0 0 * 4 * 4 * 6 33.3 6 83.3 354 61.0
 Wilkes 757 35.0 1 * 7 42.9 28 32.1 31 12.9 5 0.0 681 36.6
 Bridges** 7 28.6 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 7 28.6
 Yadkin 466 50.6 0 * 2 * 20 50.0 45 28.9 4 * 395 52.9

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                  Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Hispanic Multi-Racial WhiteTotal American Indian Asian Black

Northwest Region
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Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At or 
Above Level 

III
Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 103,074 40.9 52,582 32.9 50,312 49.4 82,275 43.7 18,780 29.2 793 29.1 595 34.5
 Northwest Region 16,150 44.7 8,337 36.5 7,798 53.5 13,790 45.8 1,906 36.6 92 20.7 250 43.2
 Alexander 394 38.6 208 31.3 186 46.8 369 40.4 0 * 23 13.0 2 *
 Alleghany 124 53.2 62 35.5 62 71.0 0 * 124 53.2 0 * 1 *
 Ashe 231 45.9 132 37.1 99 57.6 0 * 231 45.9 0 * 230 45.7
 Avery 154 49.4 96 38.5 58 67.2 96 44.8 58 56.9 0 * 0 *
 Grandfather Academy** 9 11.1 7 0.0 2 * 0 * 9 11.1 0 * 0 *
 Crossnore Academy** 6 0.0 3 * 3 * 0 * 6 0.0 0 * 0 *
 Burke 1,172 48.1 587 38.5 585 57.8 1,169 48.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Caldwell 990 42.2 490 33.3 496 51.4 470 41.3 518 43.2 0 * 0 *
 Catawba 1,279 53.1 641 46.3 635 60.2 1,274 53.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Hickory City 351 41.0 176 38.1 175 44.0 5 0.0 343 41.4 0 * 0 *
 Newton-Conover City 228 50.4 119 45.4 109 56.0 228 50.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Davidson 1,584 37.4 803 28.9 780 46.3 1,566 37.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Lexington City 241 16.6 129 15.5 112 17.9 2 * 239 16.3 0 * 0 *
 Thomasville City 173 19.7 88 12.5 85 27.1 173 19.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Davie 471 43.1 231 32.9 239 53.1 452 44.7 0 * 19 5.3 0 *
 Winston-Salem/Forsyth 3,605 45.8 1,870 37.9 1,734 54.3 3,042 47.1 277 19.5 0 * 0 *
 Quality Education** 16 75.0 11 63.6 5 100.0 15 80.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Downtown Middle** 92 55.4 48 41.7 44 70.5 74 63.5 0 * 16 25.0 0 *
 C.G. Woodson** 18 50.0 8 37.5 10 60.0 0 * 0 * 18 50.0 0 *
 Forsyth Academies** 60 33.3 26 23.1 34 41.2 1 * 59 33.9 0 * 0 *
 Iredell-Statesville 1,417 50.3 767 42.1 648 60.2 1,410 50.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 American Ren. Middle** 46 43.5 26 34.6 20 55.0 46 43.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Success Institute** 2 * 1 * 1 * 2 * 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Mooresville City 372 43.5 176 32.4 196 53.6 369 43.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Stokes 584 45.0 331 41.1 252 50.4 583 44.9 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Surry 682 35.0 363 22.0 319 49.8 678 35.1 0 * 0 * 4 *
 Elkin City 90 47.8 41 43.9 49 51.0 85 50.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Mount Airy City 155 69.7 80 68.8 75 70.7 154 70.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Watauga 374 61.0 215 54.0 158 70.9 329 65.3 42 31.0 2 * 0 *
 Wilkes 757 35.0 374 24.3 383 45.4 744 35.2 0 * 0 * 10 10.0
 Bridges** 7 28.6 3 * 3 * 0 * 0 * 7 28.6 0 *
 Yadkin 466 50.6 225 40.4 241 60.2 454 51.5 0 * 7 0.0 3 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Schoolwide Title I 
Program Target Assistance MigrantTotal Male Female Not Served by Title I

Northwest Region
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 103,074 40.9 1,532 23.5 1,848 51.4 30,374 25.5 4,665 24.8 2,481 41.0 61,573 49.9
 Southwest Region 22,879 38.2 235 18.7 504 43.1 6,987 21.1 1,134 21.1 465 34.8 13,393 49.0
 Anson 362 33.7 2 * 6 0.0 228 26.3 1 * 1 * 124 50.0
 Cabarrus 1,698 52.4 9 88.9 18 77.8 254 35.8 82 28.0 35 48.6 1,287 56.8
 Kannapolis City 361 28.3 0 * 2 * 109 13.8 43 23.3 7 28.6 196 37.8
 Cleveland 766 41.1 1 * 2 * 197 26.9 8 0.0 16 62.5 540 46.5
 Kings Mountain City 373 45.8 0 * 9 66.7 81 32.1 2 * 16 50.0 262 49.2
 Shelby City 248 30.6 0 * 2 * 143 17.5 2 * 6 16.7 95 52.6
 Gaston 2,469 38.2 9 55.6 42 42.9 475 25.7 82 23.2 37 37.8 1,812 42.1
 Piedmont Community** 19 42.1 0 * 0 * 1 * 1 * 0 * 17 47.1
 Hoke 502 20.5 72 11.1 1 * 226 19.5 26 19.2 30 6.7 144 29.2
 Lincoln 874 40.4 2 * 2 * 86 31.4 50 20.0 14 21.4 715 43.2
 Lincoln Charter** 38 44.7 0 * 0 * 0 * 1 * 1 * 36 44.4
 Charlotte/Mecklenburg 8,020 32.5 32 12.5 324 43.2 3,539 18.3 524 16.2 164 28.7 3,354 49.5
 Kennedy Charter** 7 0.0 0 * 0 * 6 0.0 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Lake Norman** 137 62.8 0 * 2 * 5 40.0 0 * 1 * 128 64.8
 Sugar Creek** 41 14.6 0 * 2 * 36 16.7 0 * 1 * 0 *
 Metrolina** 11 90.9 0 * 2 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 8 87.5
 Montgomery 344 33.7 3 * 9 22.2 92 26.1 44 11.4 4 * 191 44.5
 Moore 985 44.2 14 35.7 7 57.1 224 25.9 44 22.7 34 50.0 658 51.5
 MAST** 30 3.3 0 * 0 * 12 0.0 0 * 1 * 17 5.9
 Richmond 652 24.1 14 0.0 3 * 262 12.6 12 41.7 17 23.5 340 32.9
 Rowan-Salisbury 1,617 38.4 8 25.0 17 29.4 340 24.4 61 34.4 27 44.4 1,155 43.1
 Scotland 522 27.2 62 12.9 4 * 219 14.2 5 60.0 7 42.9 224 42.9
 Stanly 787 49.2 0 * 32 25.0 116 34.5 15 26.7 8 62.5 613 53.8
 Union 2,016 53.5 7 28.6 18 66.7 335 26.0 131 28.2 38 42.1 1,476 62.4

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                  Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Hispanic Multi-Racial

Southwest Region

Total American Indian WhiteAsian Black
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At or 
Above Level 

III
 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 103,074 40.9 52,582 32.9 50,312 49.4 82,275 43.7 18,780 29.2 793 29.1 595 34.5
 Southwest Region 22,879 38.2 11,495 30.4 11,329 46.3 21,249 39.9 1,482 15.9 36 11.1 16 31.3
 Anson 362 33.7 169 27.8 192 39.1 362 33.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Cabarrus 1,698 52.4 860 41.7 837 63.4 1,695 52.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Kannapolis City 361 28.3 184 20.7 174 35.6 355 28.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Cleveland 766 41.1 414 29.5 351 55.0 765 41.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Kings Mountain City 373 45.8 204 34.3 168 60.1 371 46.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Shelby City 248 30.6 125 22.4 123 39.0 248 30.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Gaston 2,469 38.2 1,254 30.8 1,211 45.9 2,452 38.3 4 * 0 * 0 *
 Piedmont Community** 19 42.1 13 38.5 6 50.0 17 47.1 0 * 2 * 0 *
 Hoke 502 20.5 232 15.9 264 24.2 498 20.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Lincoln 874 40.4 441 32.7 432 48.4 626 43.9 210 34.8 34 11.8 0 *
 Lincoln Charter** 38 44.7 19 36.8 19 52.6 38 44.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Charlotte/Mecklenburg 8,020 32.5 3,998 25.0 3,998 40.1 6,805 36.2 1,190 11.9 0 * 0 *
 Kennedy Charter** 7 0.0 5 0.0 2 * 0 * 7 0.0 0 * 0 *
 Lake Norman** 137 62.8 67 52.2 70 72.9 137 62.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Sugar Creek** 41 14.6 23 8.7 17 23.5 0 * 36 16.7 0 * 0 *
 Metrolina** 11 90.9 7 85.7 4 * 3 * 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Montgomery 344 33.7 171 28.1 173 39.3 338 33.7 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Moore 985 44.2 504 33.9 480 55.0 983 44.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 MAST** 30 3.3 18 0.0 12 8.3 30 3.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Richmond 652 24.1 306 19.6 345 28.1 651 24.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Rowan-Salisbury 1,617 38.4 829 32.2 787 45.0 1,597 38.6 0 * 0 * 13 30.8
 Scotland 522 27.2 259 20.5 262 34.0 520 27.1 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Stanly 787 49.2 412 39.6 373 60.1 744 49.5 33 42.4 0 * 0 *
 Union 2,016 53.5 981 45.1 1,029 61.6 2,014 53.5 2 * 0 * 0 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Female Not Served by Title I
Schoolwide Title I 

Program Target Assistance

Southwest Region

Total Male
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 103,074 40.9 1,532 23.5 1,848 51.4 30,374 25.5 4,665 24.8 2,481 41.0 61,573 49.9
 Northeast Region 6,846 30.2 41 17.1 29 31.0 3,462 20.5 124 18.5 100 33.0 3,055 41.8
 Beaufort 543 31.5 1 * 3 * 226 20.4 25 16.0 12 33.3 274 41.6
 Bertie 276 22.5 0 * 1 * 231 23.8 1 * 1 * 39 17.9
 Camden 131 25.2 2 * 2 * 18 11.1 2 * 1 * 106 28.3
 Edenton/Chowan 170 37.1 0 * 1 * 87 26.4 1 * 0 * 81 49.4
 Currituck 297 41.1 2 * 0 * 20 30.0 5 60.0 6 33.3 260 41.9
 Dare 386 54.7 1 * 0 * 10 50.0 4 * 7 71.4 364 55.2
 Edgecombe 588 20.9 4 * 1 * 334 14.4 14 14.3 4 * 226 30.5
 Gates 174 26.4 0 * 0 * 73 16.4 2 * 1 * 98 33.7
 Halifax 428 26.4 17 17.6 0 * 366 25.7 4 * 7 14.3 34 41.2
 Roanoke Rapids City 208 32.2 1 * 2 * 38 23.7 3 * 1 * 163 33.7
 Weldon City 97 20.6 2 * 0 * 87 19.5 0 * 1 * 6 33.3
 Hertford 272 18.4 5 0.0 1 * 210 14.8 0 * 2 * 52 32.7
 Hyde 59 33.9 0 * 0 * 28 25.0 3 * 0 * 28 46.4
 Martin 379 24.0 1 * 0 * 218 14.2 5 20.0 2 * 148 39.2
 Northampton 292 28.4 0 * 0 * 243 28.4 0 * 4 * 43 27.9
 Elizabeth City/Pasquotank 493 30.8 1 * 1 * 242 23.6 1 * 10 20.0 235 39.1
 Perquimans 139 34.5 1 * 0 * 49 36.7 2 * 3 * 83 34.9
 Pitt 1,651 33.3 1 * 16 31.3 808 19.8 49 16.3 36 33.3 734 49.3
 Tyrrell 52 15.4 1 * 1 * 19 0.0 2 * 0 * 29 27.6
 Washington 211 15.2 1 * 0 * 155 12.3 1 * 2 * 52 23.1

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                  Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Hispanic Multi-Racial

Northeast Region

Total American Indian WhiteAsian Black
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At or 
Above Level 

III
 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 103,074 40.9 52,582 32.9 50,312 49.4 82,275 43.7 18,780 29.2 793 29.1 595 34.5
 Northeast Region 6,846 30.2 3,435 21.6 3,397 38.9 4,402 33.1 2,375 24.8 27 11.1 11 36.4
 Beaufort 543 31.5 271 24.4 271 38.7 466 31.5 73 31.5 0 * 2 *
 Bertie 276 22.5 142 14.8 134 30.6 4 * 271 22.9 0 * 0 *
 Camden 131 25.2 71 14.1 60 38.3 104 28.8 0 * 27 11.1 0 *
 Edenton/Chowan 170 37.1 79 29.1 91 44.0 0 * 169 36.7 0 * 0 *
 Currituck 297 41.1 149 32.9 148 49.3 295 41.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Dare 386 54.7 197 43.7 188 66.0 385 54.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Edgecombe 588 20.9 288 11.8 299 29.8 510 20.8 77 20.8 0 * 0 *
 Gates 174 26.4 95 17.9 79 36.7 173 26.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Halifax 428 26.4 215 16.7 211 36.5 0 * 426 26.5 0 * 4 *
 Roanoke Rapids City 208 32.2 107 18.7 99 46.5 0 * 208 32.2 0 * 0 *
 Weldon City 97 20.6 49 8.2 48 33.3 0 * 88 19.3 0 * 0 *
 Hertford 272 18.4 139 12.9 133 24.1 0 * 271 18.1 0 * 0 *
 Hyde 59 33.9 33 27.3 26 42.3 51 29.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Martin 379 24.0 181 13.3 198 33.8 96 32.3 281 20.6 0 * 0 *
 Northampton 292 28.4 141 23.4 151 33.1 0 * 292 28.4 0 * 5 20.0
 Elizabeth City/Pasquotank 493 30.8 250 18.4 243 43.6 492 30.9 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Perquimans 139 34.5 72 25.0 67 44.8 138 34.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Pitt 1,651 33.3 816 26.2 828 40.6 1,600 33.8 45 17.8 0 * 0 *
 Tyrrell 52 15.4 30 10.0 22 22.7 52 15.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Washington 211 15.2 110 10.0 101 20.8 36 5.6 174 17.2 0 * 0 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Female Not Served by Title I
Schoolwide Title I 

Program Target Assistance

Northeast Region

Total Male
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 103,074 40.9 1,532 23.5 1,848 51.4 30,374 25.5 4,665 24.8 2,481 41.0 61,573 49.9
 Southeast Region 17,573 34.2 929 22.2 134 49.3 6,112 24.5 787 26.8 593 37.8 8,899 42.4
 Bladen 451 29.3 7 14.3 0 * 228 23.2 18 16.7 4 * 193 37.8
 Brunswick 836 38.0 5 0.0 1 * 179 30.7 11 9.1 22 31.8 615 41.3
 Carteret 675 41.8 2 * 2 * 67 32.8 13 30.8 12 58.3 575 43.0
 Columbus 519 27.0 39 25.6 0 * 194 17.5 12 8.3 5 0.0 269 35.3
 Whiteville City 194 35.1 3 * 0 * 96 21.9 3 * 3 * 85 54.1
 Craven 1,096 22.3 7 28.6 10 10.0 363 15.2 30 13.3 40 17.5 639 27.1
 Cumberland 3,880 36.6 83 24.1 64 53.1 1,738 28.2 211 38.4 202 41.1 1,549 45.1
 Alpha Academy** 21 14.3 0 * 0 * 12 8.3 1 * 2 * 6 16.7
 Duplin 677 41.5 2 * 1 * 231 32.0 106 29.2 10 60.0 325 51.7
 Greene 222 14.0 1 * 0 * 116 6.0 17 5.9 1 * 86 26.7
 Jones 95 12.6 0 * 0 * 61 11.5 2 * 0 * 32 15.6
 Lenoir 804 23.4 5 20.0 1 * 403 15.6 24 12.5 12 33.3 354 33.1
 New Hanover 1,620 42.5 10 20.0 18 55.6 413 22.8 35 22.9 34 44.1 1,098 50.7
 Cape Fear Center** 34 32.4 0 * 0 * 4 * 2 * 1 * 27 40.7
 Onslow 1,692 36.6 21 33.3 14 42.9 365 31.8 77 31.2 129 41.9 1,063 38.6
 Pamlico 115 37.4 0 * 0 * 44 36.4 0 * 2 * 69 37.7
 Arapahoe Charter** 45 40.0 0 * 0 * 2 * 1 * 0 * 40 45.0
 Pender 535 48.4 1 * 1 * 167 38.3 16 43.8 12 58.3 336 53.6
 Robeson 1,672 21.0 697 22.4 6 66.7 503 12.9 49 6.1 56 16.1 356 31.7
 CIS Academy** 33 9.1 30 10.0 0 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Sampson 596 23.7 10 30.0 1 * 192 13.0 72 13.9 11 18.2 306 32.7
 Clinton City 201 44.8 5 20.0 3 * 80 32.5 15 40.0 1 * 97 55.7
 Wayne 1,560 42.6 1 * 12 50.0 653 31.9 72 33.3 34 52.9 777 52.1

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                  Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Hispanic Multi-Racial WhiteTotal American Indian Asian Black

Southeast Region
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At or 
Above Level 

III
 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 103,074 40.9 52,582 32.9 50,312 49.4 82,275 43.7 18,780 29.2 793 29.1 595 34.5
 Southeast Region 17,573 34.2 8,941 26.3 8,593 42.5 8,158 41.5 9,007 27.8 146 9.6 132 41.7
 Bladen 451 29.3 236 21.6 215 37.7 196 38.8 255 22.0 0 * 8 12.5
 Brunswick 836 38.0 440 28.4 396 48.7 830 38.1 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Carteret 675 41.8 342 35.4 332 48.5 600 42.7 74 35.1 0 * 0 *
 Columbus 519 27.0 266 19.2 252 35.3 0 * 518 27.0 0 * 10 10.0
 Whiteville City 194 35.1 106 26.4 84 47.6 1 * 190 35.3 0 * 3 *
 Craven 1,096 22.3 563 14.9 532 30.1 357 28.0 713 19.6 21 19.0 0 *
 Cumberland 3,880 36.6 1,960 27.7 1,908 45.9 958 53.0 2,911 31.2 0 * 0 *
 Alpha Academy** 21 14.3 9 0.0 12 25.0 1 * 20 15.0 0 * 0 *
 Duplin 677 41.5 355 31.3 320 53.1 355 42.8 309 40.1 1 * 86 57.0
 Greene 222 14.0 133 13.5 89 14.6 216 13.9 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Jones 95 12.6 42 9.5 53 15.1 0 * 95 12.6 0 * 0 *
 Lenoir 804 23.4 414 16.4 388 30.7 358 36.3 341 14.4 91 7.7 1 *
 New Hanover 1,620 42.5 858 34.6 760 51.4 1,489 42.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Cape Fear Center** 34 32.4 19 36.8 15 26.7 34 32.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Onslow 1,692 36.6 842 26.7 849 46.5 1,647 36.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Pamlico 115 37.4 61 31.1 54 44.4 114 37.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Arapahoe Charter** 45 40.0 20 15.0 24 62.5 45 40.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Pender 535 48.4 261 36.8 272 59.9 173 63.6 362 41.2 0 * 6 33.3
 Robeson 1,672 21.0 807 15.9 859 26.0 4 * 1,658 21.2 0 * 1 *
 CIS Academy** 33 9.1 23 8.7 10 10.0 0 * 0 * 33 9.1 0 *
 Sampson 596 23.7 301 17.9 294 29.6 3 * 590 23.7 0 * 14 7.1
 Clinton City 201 44.8 101 37.6 100 52.0 1 * 200 44.5 0 * 0 *
 Wayne 1,560 42.6 782 35.4 775 49.9 776 52.4 771 32.8 0 * 0 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Schoolwide Title I 
Program Target Assistance MigrantTotal Male Female Not Served by Title I

Southeast Region

         Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Table 27b. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 103,074 40.9 1,532 23.5 1,848 51.4 30,374 25.5 4,665 24.8 2,481 41.0 61,573 49.9
 Central Region 32,192 45.6 185 27.0 740 64.1 10,757 29.7 1,673 27.5 869 48.0 17,751 56.3
 Alamance-Burlington 1,746 38.9 4 * 21 47.6 428 26.2 145 17.2 40 37.5 1,097 47.1
 Lakeside School** 4 * 0 * 0 * 3 * 0 * 0 * 1 *
 River Mill Academy** 23 52.2 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 2 * 20 45.0
 Clover Garden** 32 40.6 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 31 41.9
 Caswell 285 44.6 3 * 2 * 125 39.2 12 33.3 3 * 135 49.6
 Chatham 576 42.5 4 * 2 * 118 31.4 74 25.7 23 39.1 354 49.4
 Chatham Charter** 9 44.4 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 1 * 8 50.0
 Woods Charter** 17 76.5 0 * 0 * 6 50.0 0 * 0 * 11 90.9
 Durham 2,272 37.7 13 15.4 37 59.5 1,397 28.2 122 27.0 88 47.7 591 60.4
 Carter Community** 21 9.5 0 * 0 * 19 10.5 0 * 2 * 0 *
 Kestrel Heights** 34 44.1 0 * 2 * 19 26.3 1 * 2 * 10 60.0
 Research Triangle** 37 40.5 0 * 0 * 21 23.8 0 * 2 * 13 61.5
 Omuteko Gwamaziima** 7 14.3 0 * 0 * 7 14.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Ann Atwater** 18 11.1 0 * 0 * 12 0.0 0 * 0 * 6 33.3
 Franklin 631 35.5 4 * 0 * 246 27.2 25 24.0 12 50.0 341 41.9
 Granville 754 28.1 3 * 7 14.3 287 17.4 30 23.3 5 40.0 421 35.4
 Guilford 5,007 43.8 35 22.9 208 40.9 2,039 29.8 180 32.8 144 46.5 2,369 57.0
 Imani Institute** 38 18.4 0 * 0 * 33 18.2 1 * 3 * 1 *
 Greensboro Academy** 71 66.2 0 * 0 * 5 40.0 0 * 1 * 65 67.7
 Guilford Charter** 29 31.0 0 * 0 * 19 21.1 1 * 2 * 7 57.1
 Phoenix Academy** 4 * 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 3 *
 Harnett 1,268 46.2 20 35.0 2 * 383 32.4 82 29.3 39 56.4 736 55.2
 Johnston 1,765 47.4 7 14.3 3 * 327 33.3 131 24.4 43 44.2 1,243 53.7
 Lee 711 41.2 5 40.0 6 83.3 169 30.2 115 20.0 15 26.7 400 52.0
 Provisions Academy** 13 0.0 0 * 0 * 7 0.0 0 * 4 * 2 *
 Nash-Rocky Mount 1,355 41.3 9 0.0 8 75.0 690 29.6 54 35.2 19 31.6 564 56.6
 Rocky Mount Prep Sch** 49 32.7 0 * 1 * 26 23.1 2 * 1 * 19 42.1
 Orange 559 51.2 3 * 5 60.0 129 30.2 19 10.5 14 14.3 389 61.2
 Orange Charter** 19 36.8 0 * 0 * 2 * 1 * 1 * 14 35.7
 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 840 71.5 2 * 83 83.1 135 41.5 43 55.8 36 75.0 530 78.5
 Chapel Hill Free School** 7 57.1 0 * 0 * 5 40.0 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Person 504 43.7 5 0.0 0 * 185 34.1 17 17.6 10 50.0 285 51.6
 Randolph 1,534 36.3 5 0.0 13 38.5 64 28.1 88 12.5 28 25.0 1,335 38.7
 Asheboro City 382 50.0 2 * 12 50.0 53 24.5 69 31.9 13 30.8 230 62.2
 Rockingham 1,190 33.2 5 20.0 8 62.5 304 30.3 41 29.3 27 18.5 803 34.7
 Bethany Community** 38 36.8 0 * 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 37 37.8
 Vance 662 25.5 2 * 1 * 456 21.1 30 10.0 5 40.0 160 41.9
 Vance Charter** 22 63.6 0 * 0 * 2 * 0 * 0 * 20 65.0
 Wake 8,221 59.1 31 48.4 307 76.9 2,308 37.1 326 37.7 262 58.0 4,908 69.9
 Exploris** 54 74.1 0 * 1 * 8 62.5 0 * 3 * 42 73.8
 Magellan** 65 96.9 0 * 4 * 7 85.7 1 * 2 * 51 98.0
 Sterling Montessori** 17 41.2 0 * 1 * 5 40.0 0 * 2 * 9 33.3
 Franklin Academy** 46 54.3 0 * 1 * 1 * 0 * 1 * 43 53.5
 East Wake Academy** 33 39.4 0 * 0 * 8 37.5 0 * 1 * 22 40.9
 SPARC Academy** 23 8.7 0 * 0 * 22 9.1 0 * 1 * 0 *
 Quest Academy** 13 69.2 0 * 1 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 11 63.6
 Warren 261 15.3 11 18.2 0 * 189 11.1 4 * 3 * 54 29.6
 Haliwa-Saponi Tribal** 9 11.1 8 12.5 0 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Wilson 888 23.1 4 * 4 * 460 17.4 54 9.3 8 12.5 357 32.5
 S.B. Howard** 29 13.8 0 * 0 * 23 13.0 4 * 1 * 1 *

  Notes:   *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,
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Tested 
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Level III
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Tested 
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or Above 
Level III
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Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III
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Tested 

Percent At or 
Above Level 

III
 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 103,074 40.9 52,582 32.9 50,312 49.4 82,275 43.7 18,780 29.2 793 29.1 595 34.5
 Central Region 32,192 45.6 16,459 37.6 15,686 54.1 28,475 47.2 2,963 33.1 353 36.3 181 18.2
 Alamance-Burlington 1,746 38.9 885 29.6 858 48.7 1,728 39.2 0 * 0 * 15 6.7
 Lakeside School** 4 * 3 * 1 * 0 * 4 * 0 * 0 *
 River Mill Academy** 23 52.2 11 45.5 12 58.3 22 54.5 0 * 1 * 0 *
 Clover Garden** 32 40.6 17 52.9 15 26.7 29 41.4 0 * 3 * 0 *
 Caswell 285 44.6 136 34.6 148 53.4 249 46.2 0 * 34 29.4 0 *
 Chatham 576 42.5 312 35.3 264 51.1 405 46.9 155 34.2 0 * 58 25.9
 Chatham Charter** 9 44.4 6 33.3 3 * 9 44.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Woods Charter** 17 76.5 8 75.0 9 77.8 17 76.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Durham 2,272 37.7 1,155 30.9 1,113 44.8 2,228 38.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Carter Community** 21 9.5 17 0.0 4 * 6 0.0 0 * 15 13.3 0 *
 Kestrel Heights** 34 44.1 20 25.0 14 71.4 34 44.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Research Triangle** 37 40.5 18 16.7 19 63.2 37 40.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Omuteko Gwamaziima** 7 14.3 4 * 3 * 0 * 0 * 7 14.3 0 *
 Ann Atwater** 18 11.1 5 0.0 13 15.4 18 11.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Franklin 631 35.5 307 24.8 324 45.7 600 34.5 0 * 0 * 20 55.0
 Granville 754 28.1 378 19.3 375 37.1 750 28.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Guilford 5,007 43.8 2,552 35.5 2,449 52.5 4,182 48.1 814 21.7 0 * 0 *
 Imani Institute** 38 18.4 18 11.1 20 25.0 0 * 38 18.4 0 * 0 *
 Greensboro Academy** 71 66.2 38 65.8 33 66.7 71 66.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Guilford Charter** 29 31.0 19 15.8 10 60.0 0 * 0 * 26 34.6 0 *
 Phoenix Academy** 4 * 1 * 3 * 0 * 3 * 0 * 0 *
 Harnett 1,268 46.2 636 35.5 632 57.0 6 33.3 1,252 46.5 0 * 14 21.4
 Johnston 1,765 47.4 921 38.9 840 56.9 1,749 47.9 0 * 0 * 14 0.0
 Lee 711 41.2 363 32.2 347 50.7 363 58.7 341 23.2 0 * 15 6.7
 Provisions Academy** 13 0.0 10 0.0 3 * 0 * 13 0.0 0 * 0 *
 Nash-Rocky Mount 1,355 41.3 693 32.5 660 50.5 1,352 41.3 1 * 0 * 0 *
 Rocky Mount Prep Sch** 49 32.7 27 22.2 22 45.5 49 32.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Orange 559 51.2 292 37.7 267 65.9 555 51.4 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Orange Charter** 19 36.8 7 42.9 12 33.3 19 36.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 840 71.5 437 64.1 402 79.6 839 71.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Chapel Hill Free School** 7 57.1 3 * 4 * 7 57.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Person 504 43.7 269 37.2 234 51.3 462 45.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Randolph 1,534 36.3 820 27.4 714 46.5 1,495 35.9 0 * 0 * 15 13.3
 Asheboro City 382 50.0 193 37.3 188 62.8 382 50.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Rockingham 1,190 33.2 620 24.7 570 42.5 1,179 33.4 0 * 0 * 9 0.0
 Bethany Community** 38 36.8 18 27.8 20 45.0 38 36.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Vance 662 25.5 339 15.6 321 36.1 659 25.6 0 * 0 * 3 *
 Vance Charter** 22 63.6 11 54.5 11 72.7 22 63.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Wake 8,221 59.1 4,180 52.6 4,023 65.9 7,862 60.0 2 * 259 40.2 0 *
 Exploris** 54 74.1 30 63.3 23 91.3 22 72.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Magellan** 65 96.9 31 96.8 34 97.1 65 96.9 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Sterling Montessori** 17 41.2 8 25.0 9 55.6 17 41.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Franklin Academy** 46 54.3 17 35.3 29 65.5 46 54.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.33 39.4 17 35.3 16 43.8 33 39.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 SPARC Academy** 23 8.7 12 8.3 11 9.1 23 8.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Quest Academy** 13 69.2 5 40.0 8 87.5 13 69.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Warren 261 15.3 138 8.7 123 22.8 260 15.4 1 * 0 * 0 *
 Haliwa-Saponi Tribal** 9 11.1 4 * 5 20.0 0 * 1 * 8 12.5 0 *
 Wilson 888 23.1 432 19.4 455 26.6 571 21.7 311 25.4 0 * 16 0.0
 S.B. Howard** 29 13.8 16 6.3 13 23.1 2 * 27 14.8 0 * 0 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The Gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Table 28b. North Carolina Testing Program

Grade 7, by LEA, Gender, Title I, and Migrant Students,
Central Region

Total Male Female Not Served by Title I
Schoolwide Title I 

Program Target Assistance Migrant

Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,
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                      North Carolina 2002-03 Report of Student Performance in Writing 
                    Grade 10 

 
 

Results of the 
Writing Assessment 
at Grade 10 

Students in the tenth grade were asked to write an "informational" cause and effect 
response to the following prompt: 
 

On August 20, 1999, CNN published an article titled, “Television’s Effects on 
Kids: It Can be Harmful”, by Dr. Daphne Miller. 
 
The article stated that the “average child in the United States spends about 
25 hours a week in front of the television (including the use of VCR), 
according to the latest annual Media in the Home survey, conducted by the 
Annenberg Public Policy Center – a number significantly exceeding the 
maximum limit suggested by the American Academy of Pediatrics (AAP).” 
 
“Over the past several decades a number of studies have shown that there are 
several ways that television can be harmful to the mental and physical health 
of children. That’s not to say that all television is bad for kids. In fact, a 
number of quality children’s shows…engage kids in positive ways. However, 
when children watch television frequently and indiscriminately, the effects can 
be detrimental.” For example: 
 
“The Media in the Home survey found that 28 percent of all children’s shows 
contained four or more incidents of violence per show – a number that media 
experts consider high.” 
 
“There appears to be a strong relationship between time spent in front of the 
television and being overweight.” 
 
“TV watching (especially late-night and violent shows) has been connected 
with poor sleep patterns in children.” 
 

Contracted readers scored 84,093 public school responses for grade 10 after the 
2002-03 pilot test.  The scores show that 39.9 percent of the tenth graders wrote 
well enough to score at or above Level III.  (Prior to 2002-03, an English II writing 
assessment was given from 1991-92 through 2000-01.  In 2000-01, 53.9 percent 
of the students had proficient scores on the English II assessment. The performance 
standards – achievement level cut points were reestablished and adopted by the 
State Board of Education at the October 2003 meeting). About 1.0 percent of the 
tenth graders in the 2002-03 pilot test received the highest scores in Level IV and 
18.8 percent received the lowest scores in Level I.  In 2002-03, less than one 
percent (0.5) of the papers had problems which made them non-scorable.  Non-
scorable papers receive Achievement Level I ratings and are included in the state 
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results as Level I scores. 
 
 
The average weighted content score for tenth graders taking the pilot tests in 2002-
03 was 8.1 on a scale of four to sixteen.  The average conventions score   
was 2.4 on a scale of zero to four.  The average Total Writing Score was 10.6  
of a possible 20. 
 

Performance of 
Subgroups at Grade 
10 

Gender 
Approximately 48.0 percent of the female students scored at or above Level III 
compared to 31.8 percent for male students. 
 
Ethnicity  
About 47.0 percent of White students scored at or above Level III compared to 
42.9 percent of the Asian students, 38.7 percent of Multi-Racial students, 26.7 
percent of Black students, 26.5 percent of American Indian students, and 22.6 
percent of Hispanic students. 

                              There were 84,284 tenth grade public and nonpublic school student responses            
      scored by two independent readers.  The inter-rater reliability rates    
      (agreement rates) of the readers are shown below in Table 29. The 70 percent                          
      criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education    
      exceeded and the resolutions required were few. 

 
Table 29 

Tenth Grade Reader Agreement Statistics 
Total Public and Private Perfect Agreement Adjacent Agreement Resolution Required 

        School Papers Percent Percent Percent 
Content          84,284 77.2 22.6 0.2 
Conventions   84,384 75.7 24.2 0.2 
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Notes:  1No writing assessment was administered in grade 10 during the 2001-02 school year.  
            2The bold vertical line between years indicates that the writing standard, scale, and scoring model changed effective with the 2002-03 school year.
             Prior to 2001-02, the writing assessment administered at grade 10 was an English II end-of-course test administered at the end of English II courses which are
             typically offered at grade 10.
             The data from 2002-03 are reported from the pilot test administration.
             Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Aountablility Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Percent of Students Scoring At or Above Level III,
Grade 10

Figure 7. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 1991-92 to 2002-03,
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              Prior to 2001-02, the writing assessment administered at grade 10 was an English II end-of-course test administered at the end of English II courses which are
              typically offered at grade 10.
              The data from 2002-03 are reported from the pilot test administration.
              Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Aountablility Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Grade 10
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Notes:  1No writing assessment was administered in grade 10 during the 2001-02 school year.
            2The bold vertical lines between years indicate that the writing standard, scale, and scoring model changed effective with the 2002-03 school year. 

Figure 8. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 1991-92 to 2002-03,

Distribution of Writing Levels,
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Notes:  *N counts equal the number of students tested.
              When summed, gender/ethnicity N counts may not match the state N counts because a gender/ethnicity category may not have been
               coded on some student answer sheets.
               Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Figure 9. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,
Percent of Students At or Above Level III,

Grade 10, By Gender and Ethnicity
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Membership1 Percent of 
Membership

Number 
Tested2

Percent 
Tested3

Number 
Alternate 

Assessments

Percent 
Alternate 

Assessments

Number 
Absent

Percent 
Absent

Total 93,033 100.0 84,093 90.4 * * 8,940 9.6
Female 46,377 49.9 42,353 91.3 * * * *
Male 46,656 50.1 41,389 88.7 * * * *
American Indian 1,268 1.4 1,189 93.8 * * * *
Asian 1,915 2.1 1,735 90.6 * * * *
Black 26,533 28.5 22,194 83.6 * * * *
Hispanic 3,819 4.1 3,287 86.1 * * * *
Multi-Racial 1,141 1.2 1,709 149.8 * * * *
White 58,357 62.7 52,878 90.6 * * * *
Title I 1,529 1.6 1,248 81.6 * * * *
Schoolwide Title I Program 1,023 1.1 806 78.8 * * * *
Targeted Assistance 352 0.4 286 81.3 * * * *
Migrant 161 0.2 160 99.4 * * * *
Limited English Proficient (LEP) 2,089 2.2 1,206 57.7 * * * *
All Students with Disabilities 10,537 11.3 6,884 65.3 * * * *
  Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 662 0.7 392 59.2 * * * *
  Hearing Impaired 91 0.1 80 87.9 * * * *
  Educable Mentally Disabled 1,655 1.8 461 27.9 * * * *
  Specific Learning Disabled 4,569 4.9 4,147 90.8 * * * *
  Speech-Language Impaired 68 0.1 100 147.1 * * * *
  Visually Impaired 123 0.1 34 27.6 * * * *
  Other Health Impaired 1,162 1.2 891 76.7 * * * *
  Orthopedically Impaired 45 0.0 28 62.2 * * * *
  Traumatic Brain Injury 34 0.0 25 73.5 * * * *
  Autistic 102 0.1 42 41.2 * * * *
  Severely/Profoundly Mentally Disabled 33 0.0 1 3.0 * * * *
  Multihandicapped 86 0.1 3 3.5 * * * *
  Deaf-Blind 494 0.5 0 0.0 * * * *
  Trainable Mentally Disabled 156 0.2 3 1.9 * * * *
  Section 504 1,257 1.4 677 53.9 * * * *0.0
  Notes:  1"Membership" is the total number of students on the 2002-03 Masterbuild data file.

                      3"Percent Tested" may exceed 100.0 percent due to coding differences between the Masterbuild file and student test documents for the North Carolina
                   Writing Assessment. 
              *These data represent coding on the 2002-03 test documents. Whether or not students were participating in an alternate assessment was not collected on the
                student test douments for this pilot test administration, however, this information will be collected in future years. Data for the alternate assessments can be
                found in the AAAI and AAP sections of this report.
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Table 30. North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Statewide Number of Students Tested, Taking Alternate Assessments, and Number Not Tested,
Grade 10

                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Category

                      2"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing assessment.

Not Tested
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Grade 10 Number 
Tested

Level 1 Level II Level III Level IV

30,296 23,799 12,308 3,179
43.5 34.2 17.7 4.6

25,592 27,220 14,730 4,559
35.5 37.8 20.4 6.3

24,197 25,103 17,703 5,786
33.2 34.5 24.3 7.9

17,000 31,064 25,258 5,020
21.7 39.6 32.2 6.4

16,399 24,800 26,269 12,483
20.5 31.0 32.9 15.6

13,777 26,258 29,881 9,746
17.3 33.0 37.5 12.2

11,922 31,995 29,204 8,140
14.7 39.4 35.9 10.0

8,066 27,156 32,680 13,661
9.9 33.3 40.1 16.7  

7,441 27,150 35,712 12,115
9.0 32.9 43.3 14.7

6,448 33,192 37,512 8,882
7.5 38.6 43.6 10.3

* * * * *

15,815 34,701 32,705 872
18.8 41.3 38.9 1.0

Notes:   1No writing assessment was administered in grade 10 during the 2001-02 school year. 
             2The writing standard, scale, and scoring model changed effective with the 2002-03 school year.
               Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Achievement Levels
Grade 10

Table 31.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 1991-92 to 2002-03,
Distribution of Achievement Levels Across Years,
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1994-95 78,384
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Number Percent
At or At or Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Number  Above Above At At At At At At At At
Tested1 Percent2

Level III Level III Level I Level I Level II Level II Level III Level III Level IV Level IV
All Students 84,093 100.0 33,577 39.9 15,815 18.8 34,701 41.3 32,705 38.9 872 1.0
Female 42,353 50.4 20,321 48.0 5,368 12.7 16,664 39.3 19,770 46.7 551 1.3
Male 41,389 49.2 13,142 31.8 10,354 25.0 17,893 43.2 12,825 31.0 317 0.8
Not Coded 351 0.4 114 32.5 93 26.5 144 41.0 110 31.3 4 1.1
American Indian 1,189 1.4 315 26.5 284 23.9 590 49.6 308 25.9 7 0.6
Asian 1,735 2.1 744 42.9 340 19.6 651 37.5 712 41.0 32 1.8
Black 22,194 26.4 5,929 26.7 5,823 26.2 10,442 47.0 5,847 26.3 82 0.4
Hispanic 3,287 3.9 743 22.6 1,259 38.3 1,285 39.1 734 22.3 9 0.3
Multi-Racial 1,709 2.0 661 38.7 325 19.0 723 42.3 645 37.7 16 0.9
White 52,878 62.9 24,840 47.0 7,485 14.2 20,553 38.9 24,123 45.6 717 1.4
Not Coded 1,101 1.3 345 31.3 299 27.2 457 41.5 336 30.5 9 0.8
Not Exceptional 67,922 80.8 26,126 38.5 12,006 17.7 29,790 43.9 25,629 37.7 497 0.7
Academically/Intellectually Gifted                 8,579 10.2 6,344 73.9 286 3.3 1,949 22.7 5,980 69.7 364 4.2
     AIG Reading 5,740 6.8 4,324 75.3 196 3.4 1,220 21.3 4,066 70.8 258 4.5
     AIG Mathematics 5,339 6.3 3,987 74.7 176 3.3 1,176 22.0 3,758 70.4 229 4.3
All Students with Disabilities 6,884 8.2 755 11.0 3,431 49.8 2,698 39.2 747 10.9 8 0.1
    Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 392 0.5 31 7.9 246 62.8 115 29.3 31 7.9 0 0.0
    Hearing Impaired                    80 0.1 5 6.3 34 42.5 41 51.3 5 6.3 0 0.0
    Educable Mentally Disabled       461 0.5 7 1.5 352 76.4 102 22.1 7 1.5 0 0.0
    Specific Learning Disabled          4,147 4.9 401 9.7 2,072 50.0 1,674 40.4 400 9.6 1 0.0
       Learning Disabled-Reading 2,517 3.0 199 7.9 1,404 55.8 914 36.3 199 7.9 0 0.0
       Learning Disabled-Mathematics 1,456 1.7 152 10.4 816 56.0 488 33.5 152 10.4 0 0.0
       Learning Disabled-Written Expression 3,269 3.9 313 9.6 1,670 51.1 1,286 39.3 312 9.5 1 0.0
       Learning Disabled-Other 96 0.1 7 7.3 39 40.6 50 52.1 7 7.3 0 0.0
    Speech-Language Impaired          100 0.1 6 6.0 52 52.0 42 42.0 6 6.0 0 0.0
    Visually Impaired                   34 0.0 5 14.7 11 32.4 18 52.9 5 14.7 0 0.0
    Other Health Impaired               891 1.1 124 13.9 402 45.1 365 41.0 123 13.8 1 0.1
    Orthopedically Impaired             28 0.0 3 10.7 12 42.9 13 46.4 3 10.7 0 0.0
    Traumatic Brain Injured           25 0.0 1 4.0 18 72.0 6 24.0 1 4.0 0 0.0
    Autistic 42 0.0 11 26.2 17 40.5 14 33.3 10 23.8 1 2.4
    Severely/Profoundly Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
    Multihandicapped 3 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
    Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *

            The total for "All Students with Disabilities" includes Section 504 but not those in the "Not Coded" category.
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Table 32.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 10
Characteristics and Performance by Achievement Level,

Notes: 1"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing test.
           2"Percent" is calculated based on the number tested in the "All Students" category.
            *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than five students.

            Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.  

Category
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Number Percent
At or At or Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Number  Above Above At At At At At At At At
Tested1 Percent2

Level III Level III Level I Level I Level II Level II Level III Level III Level IV Level IV
    Trainable Mentally Disabled 3 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
    Section 504 677 0.8 161 23.8 209 30.9 307 45.3 156 23.0 5 0.7
    Not Coded 1,385 1.6 513 37.0 301 21.7 571 41.2 505 36.5 8 0.6
Limited English Proficient 1,206 1.4 74 6.1 793 65.8 339 28.1 73 6.1 1 0.1
     LEP First Year 237 0.3 13 5.5 180 75.9 44 18.6 13 5.5 0 0.0
     LEP Second Year 412 0.5 16 3.9 296 71.8 100 24.3 16 3.9 0 0.0
Not Served by Title I 82,267 97.8 33,089 40.2 15,238 18.5 33,940 41.3 32,225 39.2 864 1.1
Schoolwide Title I Program 806 1.0 209 25.9 235 29.2 362 44.9 206 25.6 3 0.4
Targeted Assistance 286 0.3 76 26.6 80 28.0 130 45.5 76 26.6 0 0.0
Migrant 160 0.2 14 8.8 101 63.1 45 28.1 14 8.8 0 0.0
Accommodations

Braille Edition 1 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
Large Print Edition 26 0.0 3 11.5 14 53.8 9 34.6 3 11.5 0 0.0
Assistive Technology Devices 25 0.0 3 12.0 13 52.0 9 36.0 3 12.0 0 0.0
Keyboarding Devices 64 0.1 30 46.9 16 25.0 18 28.1 27 42.2 3 4.7
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
Dictation to Scribe 98 0.1 5 5.1 54 55.1 39 39.8 5 5.1 0 0.0
Interpreter/Transliterator Signs/Cues Test 21 0.0 2 9.5 12 57.1 7 33.3 2 9.5 0 0.0
Magnification Devices 8 0.0 3 37.5 1 12.5 4 50.0 3 37.5 0 0.0
Student Marks Answers in Test Book 300 0.4 14 4.7 158 52.7 128 42.7 14 4.7 0 0.0
Accommodation Notification Form 1 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud (in English) 1,910 2.3 72 3.8 1,239 64.9 599 31.4 72 3.8 0 0.0
Braille Writer/Slate and Stylus (and Braille Paper) 0 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *
Hospital/Home Testing 14 0.0 5 35.7 5 35.7 4 28.6 5 35.7 0 0.0
Multiple Testing Sessions 264 0.3 12 4.5 169 64.0 83 31.4 12 4.5 0 0.0
Scheduled Extended Time 4,377 5.2 365 8.3 2,366 54.1 1,646 37.6 361 8.2 4 0.1
Testing in a Separate Room 3,396 4.0 248 7.3 1,929 56.8 1,219 35.9 245 7.2 3 0.1
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 458 0.5 9 2.0 338 73.8 111 24.2 9 2.0 0 0.0
One Test Item Per Page Edition 3 0.0 * * * * * * * * * *

            The total for "All Students with Disabilities" includes Section 504 but not those in the "Not Coded" category.
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            *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than five students.

            Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Category

Notes: 1"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing test.
           2"Percent" is calculated based on the number tested in the "All Students" category.

Table 32.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Characteristics and Performance by Achievement Level,
Grade 10 (continued)
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Average Average
Number  Average Total Weighted Conventions Number Percent
Tested1 Percent2

Writing Score Content Score Score Non-scorable Non-scorable
All Students 84,093 100.0 10.6 8.1 2.4 386 0.5
Female 42,353 50.4 11.2 8.5 2.7 78 0.2
Male 41,389 49.2 9.9 7.7 2.2 282 0.7
Not Coded 351 0.4 10.2 7.9 2.3 26 7.4
American Indian 1,189 1.4 9.7 7.6 2.1 11 0.9
Asian 1,735 2.1 10.7 8.4 2.3 7 0.4
Black 22,194 26.4 9.5 7.5 2.0 88 0.4
Hispanic 3,287 3.9 8.8 7.0 1.7 31 0.9
Multi-Racial 1,709 2.0 10.5 8.1 2.4 13 0.8
White 52,878 62.9 11.2 8.5 2.7 197 0.4
Not Coded 1,101 1.3 9.9 7.7 2.2 39 3.5
Not Exceptional 67,922 80.8 10.5 8.1 2.4 276 0.4
Academically/Intellectually Gifted                 8,579 10.2 13.2 9.8 3.4 18 0.2
     AIG Reading 5,740 6.8 13.3 9.9 3.4 14 0.2
     AIG Mathematics 5,339 6.3 13.2 9.9 3.3 13 0.2
All Students with Disabilities 6,884 8.2 7.6 6.3 1.3 73 1.1
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 392 0.5 6.9 5.8 1.1 9 2.3
Hearing Impaired                    80 0.1 7.8 6.6 1.2 0 0.0
Educable Mentally Disabled       461 0.5 5.8 5.1 0.7 5 1.1
Specific Learning Disabled          4,147 4.9 7.5 6.3 1.2 33 0.8
    Learning Disabled-Reading 2,517 3.0 7.1 6.1 1.0 24 1.0
    Learning Disabled-Mathematics 1,456 1.7 7.2 6.1 1.2 11 0.8
    Learning Disabled-Written Expression 3,269 3.9 7.4 6.3 1.2 30 0.9
    Learning Disabled-Other 96 0.1 8.0 6.5 1.5 1 1.0
Speech-Language Impaired          100 0.1 7.7 6.2 1.4 2 2.0
Visually Impaired                   34 0.0 8.7 7.4 1.4 3 8.8
Other Health Impaired               891 1.1 8.1 6.5 1.6 12 1.3
Orthopedically Impaired             28 0.0 8.2 6.7 1.5 2 7.1
Traumatic Brain Injured           25 0.0 6.4 5.6 0.8 0 0.0
Autistic 42 0.0 9.0 7.1 2.0 2 4.8
Severely/Profoundly Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 * * * * *
Multihandicapped 3 0.0 * * * * *
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 * * * * *

            The total for "All Students with Disabilities" includes Section 504 but not those in the "Not Coded" category.
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Table 33.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Notes: 1"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing test.
           2"Percent" is calculated based on the number tested in the "All Students" category.
           *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than five students.

            Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.  

Average Score,
Grade 10

Category
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Average Average
Number  Average Total Weighted Conventions Number Percent
Tested1 Percent2

Writing Score Content Score Score Non-scorable Non-scorable
    Trainable Mentally Disabled 3 0.0 * * * * *
    Section 504 677 0.8 9.3 7.4 1.9 5 0.7
    Not Coded 1,385 1.6 10.4 8.0 2.3 24 1.7
Limited English Proficient 1,206 1.4 6.5 5.7 0.9 29 2.4
     LEP First Year 237 0.3 5.9 5.2 0.7 20 8.4
     LEP Second Year 412 0.5 6.0 5.4 0.7 6 1.5
Not Served by Title I 82,267 97.8 10.6 8.2 2.5 363 0.4
Schoolwide Title I Program 806 1.0 9.3 7.4 2.0 2 0.2
Targeted Assistance 286 0.3 9.3 7.5 1.9 2 0.7
Accommodations
Migrant 160 0.2 6.8 5.8 1.1 1 0.6
Braille Edition 1 0.0 * * * * *
Large Print Edition 26 0.0 7.5 6.3 1.2 3 11.5
Assistive Technology Devices 25 0.0 8.4 6.9 1.4 6 24.0
Keyboarding Devices 64 0.1 11.5 8.8 2.6 7 10.9
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0 * * * * *
Dictation to Scribe 98 0.1 6.5 6.5 0.0 0 0.0
Interpreter/Transliterator Signs/Cues Test 21 0.0 7.0 6.1 0.9 0 0.0
Magnification Devices 8 0.0 11.0 9.1 1.9 1 12.5
Student Marks Answers in Test Book 300 0.4 7.2 6.2 1.0 4 1.3
Accommodation Notification Form 1 0.0 * * * * *
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud (in English) 1,910 2.3 6.5 5.6 0.8 15 0.8
Braille Writer/Slate and Stylus (and Braille Paper) 0 0.0 * * * * *
Hospital/Home Testing 14 0.0 9.9 7.9 2.1 0 0.0
Multiple Testing Sessions 264 0.3 6.6 5.7 0.9 4 1.5
Scheduled Extended Time 4,377 5.2 7.3 6.1 1.1 48 1.1
Testing in a Separate Room 3,396 4.0 7.1 6.0 1.1 40 1.2
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 458 0.5 5.9 5.2 0.7 13 2.8
One Test Item Per Page Edition 3 0.0 * * * * *

            The total for "All Students with Disabilities" includes Section 504 but not those in the "Not Coded" category.
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           *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than five students.

            Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program. 

Notes: 1"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the writing test.
           2"Percent" is calculated based on the number tested in the "All Students" category.
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Average Score,
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Category
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Table 34.  North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot, 

 Distribution of Scale Scores, 
Grade 10  

 
 
 

TOTAL NUMBER 
OF STUDENTS                 84,093 
 
NUMBER OF         HIGH SCORE 20 
STUDENTS WITH           83,707 
SCORES             LOW SCORE   4 
 
NUMBER OF NON- 
SCORABLE PAPERS           386 
 
MEAN    10.6        2002 STATE   SCALE 

PERCENTILES   SCORE 
STANDARD                  90     15.57 
DEVIATION       3.4                75     12.59 

          50 (MEDIAN)   10.44 
VARIANCE     11.7                25       8.33 
                                                                                 10       5.58 
 
 
 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
 

    SCALE                                    CUMULATIVE                                        CUMULATIVE   
    SCORE              FREQUENCY       FREQUENCY          PERCENT               PERCENT  
           20                276           84093                0.33           100.00 
           19                   15           83817                0.02              99.67 
           18                509           83802                0.61              99.65 
           17                   72           83293                0.09              99.05 
           16             8122           83221                9.66              98.96 
           15             2431           75099               2.89              89.30 
           14             6995           72668                8.32              86.41 
           13             2864           65673               3.41              78.10 
           12          12293           62809             14.62             74.69 
           11             7493           50516               8.91             60.07 
           10          17432           43023             20.73              51.16 
             9              3519           25591               4.18              30.43 
             8              6257           22072               7.44              26.25 
             7              1856           15815               2.21              18.81 
             6              6063           13959               7.21              16.60 
             5              2015              7896               2.40                9.39 
             4              5495              5881                6.53                 6.99 
           NS                386                 386                0.46                 0.46 

 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
Notes:   Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program. 
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The following pages provide copies of sample student responses from grade 10. The content 
score, conventions score, total writing score, achievement level, and annotated explanations of 
the scores are provided for each response. 
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Content Score: 4 Total Writing Score: 6

Conventions Score: 2 Achievement Level: I

Content Annotation:

The response fails to focus on the topic and becomes predominantly a problem/solution paper after the second
paragraph. Connections among the ideas are weak and are randomly presented. Support is attempted, but is
incomplete with the use of sparse details such as the following ("Many of the worlds children grow up to have mental
problems or issues due to the effect of television. Also many children are not in top physical condition do to television.").
Vocabulary lacks precision and purpose; however, some sentence fluency and audience awareness is demonstrated
("...you as parents must consider setting restrictions for your children...").

Conventions Annotation:

The response contains some errors in sentence formation ("That's why I believe we should take a stand we do not need
to take television away..." "Or maybe a new hobby." " Television is not the devil, it's not a death sentence, it's not evil."),
though some sentences are correctly formed. Similarly, while usage is demonstrated correctly throughout the paper,
there are also several errors ("...great nation youth" "...be a wife beaters..." "...a early age..." "...family trips such as go
camping or going somewhere..." "effected" for "affected" in the first sentence, and "are" for "our" in paragraph three).
Some spelling and punctuation errors further indicate minimal control of grammatical conventions ("volent," "volient,"
"rapeses," "There for," "stake" for "sake").

Grade 10 Sample Student Response #1 (continued)
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Content Score: 8 Total Writing Score: 10

Conventions Score: 2 Achievement Level: II

Content Annotation:

The response is focused on the topic, but the organization provides little connection between and among the ideas. The
response contains general, minimally elaborated ideas that weakly support the topic and contribute to lapses in the
logical progression of ideas ("..kids being overweight. By kids being overweight is stating that they are not healthy and
they are not getting the right amount of exercise they need. this can be caused by kids staying inside sitting in front of
the television and not doing anything but eating." and "..bad vision. Many kids that have received this visionary problem
say that it came from them watching a lot of television."). General vocabulary use and minimal sentence fluency is
demonstrated.

Conventions Annotation:

While sentences are generally formed correctly, there are occasional errors ("By kids being overweight is stating that
they are not healthy and they are not getting the right amount of exercise they need." "...Im not trying to say do not let
your kids watch television at all, Im just saying..."). There are also some usage errors (homophone "to" for "too," "...be
amazed of...") and mechanics errors (missing commas, minium, Im), demonstrating minimal control of grammatical
conventions overall.

Grade 10 Sample Student Response #2 (continued)
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Content Score: 12 Total Writing Score: 14

Conventions Score: 2 Achievement Level: III

Content Annotation:

The response is focused on the topic, and the organizational structure establishes connections between and among
ideas although minor lapses do occur. The support is reasonably complete, and a logical progression of ideas is
demonstrated with only minor lapses ("...its not a coincident that you just think of a staticy box in a dark room. Studies
show that there is a strong relationship between overweight people and watching the television."). Though all supporting
ideas are elaborated, one argument contains some minor weaknesses in relatedness ("Violent shows dont just cause
mental abuse, but physical as well. Watching T.V. has been connected with poor sleep patterns. Even though they hired
people to study this, how can we have been so blind to not see the answer thats been in front of our eyes. When
children are done watching t.v. (or have been grounded from it because its such a necessity to them) of course they are
going to keep thinking T.V. because that's all they've been concentrating on all day. They 're not thinking about dancing
sugar plumbs in their heads, they're thinking about violence and flashing lights..."). Some specific details, precise
vocabulary, and sentence fluency are throughout the response.

Conventions Annotation:

There are a few comma splices in this response ("They're not thinking about dancing sugar plumbs in their heads,
they're thinking about violence and flashing lights."), but most sentences are correctly formed. Usage errors include a
few wrong word forms ("beside sitting" "Did you think that the answer ever layed on the amount of T.V...." "obeseness"
"..its not a coincident...") and the unusual homophone error of "plumbs" for "plums". The bulk of errors, however, are in
mechanics. There are missing apostrophes in contractions ("thats" "dont" "its"), a single instance of incorrect end
punctuation ("...how can we have been so blind to not see the answer thats been in front of our eyes."), and spelling
errors ("definately," "humerous," "anthing"). Overall, however, minimal control of grammatical conventions is exhibited
as many things are done correctly, and the errors do not significantly impede the reader's understanding of ideas
conveyed.

Grade 10 Sample Student Response #3 (continued)
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Grade 10 Sample Student Response #4 (continued)
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Content Score: 16 Total Writing Score: 20

Conventions Score: 4 Achievement Level: IV

Content Annotation:

The topic is clearly stated and focus is maintained throughout the response. The organizational structure establishes
connections among ideas; the support is complete and progresses logically. The response is unified by the repeated
awareness of the audience ("Is this immunity an adaptation that will benefit a child's life?" "Let the world hope that these
children grow to be parents who will not allow their own children to follow the same pattern."). Elaboration is relevant to
and supportive of the topic through the use of specific, developed details ("Sexual activities, foul language, and other
inappropriate content is expressed in more television shows than one would be able to count. A popular program
among many middle school children is called "Friends" and it is a show based on unhealthy relationships with
numerous sexual partners, foul language many adults do not use themselves, and even encouraged pregnancies out of
wedlock."). Precise vocabulary and sentence fluency are skillfully and consistently used ("Even shows such as
'Pokemon' seem to be harmless due to the way that the media presents the show to the viewers. Realistically, it is a
program encouraging fighting to achieve personal gain.").

Conventions Annotation:

Sentence formation is well−controlled throughout, with no errors to speak of. Usage errors are minimal ("...amount of
violent acts..." "Sexual activities, foul language, and other inappropriate content is expressed..."). A few minor errors
also occur in mechanics, primarily in the spelling of more difficult words (luxery, none−the−less) and the absence of
commas. However, given all that is done well, these minor errors do not impede the reader's understanding of the ideas
conveyed. Thus, the paper demonstrates reasonable control of grammatical conventions overall and receives a 2.

Grade 10 Sample Student Response #4 (continued)
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State Percent† 2003 LEA Performance
90 Gray Stone Day**...
83 Raleigh Charter HS**...
74 Thomas Jefferson**...
70 Kestrel Heights**...
64 Clay, Graham...
62 Watauga...
59 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City

2000 State 58
1999 State 57

56 River Mill Academy**...
2001 State 54...

52 Elkin City, Polk
51 Mitchell, Moore
50 East Wake Academy**, Perquimans, Wake

1996 State 49
1997 State 48 Asheboro City, Burke, Shelby City, Transylvania

47 Alleghany, Mount Airy City, Roanoke Rapids City
1998 State 46 Caldwell, Community Partners High**, Davidson, Henderson, Jackson, Winston-Salem/Forsyth

45 Cabarrus, Guilford, Macon, Orange
44 Ashe, Dare, Granville, Hickory City, Johnston, Yancey
43 Kings Mountain City, Lincoln, Union
42 Alamance-Burlington, Asheville City, Buncombe, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Clinton City, Cumberland, Person,

Rocky Mount Prep Sch**, Scotland, Thomasville City
41 Gaston

2003 State 40 Franklin, Harnett, Haywood, New Hanover, Rockingham, Woods Charter**
1995 State 39 Carteret, Edenton/Chowan, Madison

38 Camden, Catawba, Mooresville City, Onslow
37 Avery, Beaufort, Cherokee, Durham, Northampton
36 Lenoir, Pitt, Rowan-Salisbury, Surry, Vance
35 Alexander, Columbus, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Lee, McDowell, Wayne, Whiteville City, Wilkes
34 Chatham, Iredell-Statesville, Randolph, Yadkin

1994 State 33 Craven, Greene, Montgomery, Newton-Conover City
32 Brunswick, Gates, Hoke, New Century School**, Rutherford, Stokes
31 Pender, Richmond
30 Kannapolis City, Pamlico, Stanly, Wilson
29 Alpha Academy**, Cleveland, Edgecombe, Hyde, Sampson
28 Duplin, Swain

1993 State 27 Halifax, Martin
26 Bladen, Davie
25 Caswell
24 Bertie, Currituck, Hertford, Nash-Rocky Mount
23 Cape Lookout Marine**, Weldon City
22 Anson
21 Lexington City, Robeson, Warren
20 C.G. Woodson**, Laurinburg Charter**, Lincoln Charter**
19 Tyrrell
18 Jones
17 Washington
16 Crossroads Charter**...
11 Provisions Academy**
10 Crossnore Academy**
9 Laurinburg Homework**
* Grandfather Academy**, J.H. Baker Jr High**, Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School**, Wayne Academy**

 Notes:    †Percents are rounded to the nearest whole percent.  
               *Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five.
             **Denotes a charter school.  For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name        
                 can be found in the Appedix.
                 Data for 2003 are reported using the revised standard and are generated using the new scoring model.
                 Data for 2002-03 are from the pilot test administration.
                There is no state percent for 2002 because no writing assessment was administered in grade 10 during the 2001-02 school year.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.  

Table 35.  North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,
Percent of Students Scoring At or Above Level III, by LEA,

Grade 10
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State Mean Score† 2003 LEA Performance
15.0 Gray Stone Day**...
13.9 Raleigh Charter HS**...
13.1 Thomas Jefferson**...
12.5 Clay
12.3 Graham, Watauga
12.1 East Wake Academy**, Kestrel Heights**
11.9 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City
11.7 Alleghany, Elkin City, River Mill Academy**
11.5 Moore, Polk, Rocky Mount Prep Sch**, Wake, Woods Charter**
11.3 Burke, Davidson, Mitchell, Perquimans, Roanoke Rapids City, Shelby City
11.1 Asheboro City, Jackson, Johnston, Macon, Mount Airy City, Person, Transylvania
11.0 Cabarrus, Caldwell, Clinton City, Guilford, Orange, Thomasville City, Winston-Salem/Forsyth, Yancey
10.9 Alamance-Burlington, Community Partners High**, Cumberland, Gaston, Granville, Henderson,

 Kings Mountain City, Lincoln, Northampton
2003 State 10.7 Ashe, Avery, Buncombe, Carteret, Catawba, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Dare, Edenton/Chowan, Franklin, 

Harnett, Hickory City, Lenoir, Madison, Onslow, Scotland, Union
10.5 Alexander, Asheville City, Beaufort, Columbus, Durham, Haywood, McDowell, New Hanover, 

Rockingham, Vance
10.3 Alpha Academy**, Cherokee, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Iredell-Statesville, Laurinburg Charter**, 

Newton-Conover City, Pitt, Surry, Yadkin
10.1 Caswell, Chatham, Halifax, Mooresville City, Pamlico, Randolph, Stokes, Wayne, Whiteville City
10.0 Camden, Lee, Montgomery, Richmond
9.9 Brunswick, Cleveland, Craven, Duplin, Edgecombe, Gates, Kannapolis City, Pender, Rowan-Salisbury, 

Rutherford, Stanly, Wilkes, Wilson
9.7 C.G. Woodson**, Hoke, Martin
9.5 Bladen, Cape Lookout Marine**, Davie, Greene, New Century School**, Sampson, Swain, Weldon City
9.3 Hyde, Robeson, Warren
9.1 Bertie, Jones, Nash-Rocky Mount
9.0 Anson, Currituck, Hertford, Lincoln Charter**
8.9 Lakeside School**, Lexington City
8.7 Tyrrell, Washington...
7.9 Crossroads Charter**...
6.9 Crossnore Academy**...
6.5 Laurinburg Homework**...
5.9 Provisions Academy**...
5.5 Wayne Academy**
* Grandfather Academy**, J.H. Baker Jr High**, Kennedy Charter**

 Notes: †Scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
            *Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five.
          **Denotes a charter school.  For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name        
              can be found in the Appendix.        
              Data for 2003 are reported using the revised standard and are generated using the new scoring model.
              Data for 2002-03 are from the pilot test administration. 
              Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program  

Table 36.  North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,
 Average Total Writing Score, by LEA,

Grade 10
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Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 84,093 39.9 1,189 26.5 1,735 42.9 22,194 26.7 3,287 22.6 1,709 38.7 52,878 47.0
 Western Region 6,407 41.9 96 39.6 48 47.9 374 23.5 152 23.7 88 36.4 5,583 43.8
 Buncombe 1,718 41.7 16 31.3 13 76.9 74 20.3 42 19.0 25 28.0 1,535 43.4
 Asheville City 316 42.4 2 * 2 * 96 31.3 5 20.0 10 20.0 198 49.5
 Cherokee 232 37.1 6 33.3 0 * 2 * 3 * 6 50.0 214 37.4
 Clay 85 63.5 1 * 1 * 2 * 1 * 1 * 79 64.6
 Graham 75 64.0 9 77.8 0 * 0 * 0 * 1 * 65 61.5
 Haywood 510 39.6 2 * 2 * 5 0.0 10 40.0 4 * 486 40.3
 Henderson 797 45.7 3 * 6 50.0 37 29.7 49 20.4 13 53.8 664 48.5
 Jackson 283 45.9 26 50.0 6 16.7 4 * 5 40.0 6 16.7 234 47.4
 Macon 256 44.5 0 * 3 * 1 * 1 * 2 * 247 44.5
 Madison 179 39.1 1 * 1 * 0 * 1 * 1 * 174 40.2
 McDowell 426 35.2 2 * 11 27.3 28 17.9 12 33.3 3 * 368 36.4
 Mitchell 152 50.7 0 * 0 * 0 * 2 * 2 * 146 50.0
 Polk 143 51.7 3 * 0 * 10 30.0 4 * 1 * 125 55.2
 Rutherford 619 32.0 1 * 0 * 99 17.2 12 16.7 5 40.0 494 35.4
 Thomas Jefferson** 19 73.7 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 19 73.7
 Swain 119 27.7 23 26.1 0 * 2 * 1 * 3 * 86 26.7
 Transylvania 305 47.9 1 * 2 * 13 38.5 4 * 4 * 279 48.7
 Yancey 173 43.9 0 * 1 * 1 * 0 * 1 * 170 44.1

  Notes:   *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Grade 10, by LEA and Ethnicity
Western Region

Total

         Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Table 37a.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

American Indian WhiteAsian Black Hispanic Multi-Racial
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Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At or 
Above Level 

III
Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 84,093 39.9 41,389 31.8 42,353 48.0 82,267 40.2 806 25.9 286 26.6 160 8.8
 Western Region 6,407 41.9 3,149 32.4 3,229 51.3 6,320 41.9 10 60.0 19 73.7 24 12.5
 Buncombe 1,718 41.7 839 30.4 878 52.5 1,714 41.7 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Asheville City 316 42.4 155 30.3 161 54.0 315 42.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Cherokee 232 37.1 107 24.3 123 48.8 228 37.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Clay 85 63.5 51 54.9 34 76.5 85 63.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Graham 75 64.0 34 52.9 41 73.2 74 63.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Haywood 510 39.6 239 29.3 271 48.7 508 39.8 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Henderson 797 45.7 379 35.9 402 55.0 776 46.5 0 * 0 * 21 14.3
 Jackson 283 45.9 155 35.5 127 58.3 282 45.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Macon 256 44.5 116 37.1 139 51.1 246 43.9 10 60.0 0 * 0 *
 Madison 179 39.1 96 28.1 83 51.8 179 39.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 McDowell 426 35.2 222 28.8 203 41.9 426 35.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Mitchell 152 50.7 81 45.7 71 56.3 152 50.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Polk 143 51.7 63 42.9 80 58.8 143 51.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Rutherford 619 32.0 307 27.4 305 37.0 599 31.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Thomas Jefferson** 19 73.7 8 75.0 11 72.7 0 * 0 * 19 73.7 0 *
 Swain 119 27.7 59 23.7 60 31.7 119 27.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Transylvania 305 47.9 156 40.4 149 55.7 301 47.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Yancey 173 43.9 82 25.6 91 60.4 173 43.9 0 * 0 * 0 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Grade 10, by LEA, Gender, Title I, and Migrant Students
Western Region

Total

         Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Table 37b.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Male MigrantFemale Not Served by Title I
Schoolwide Title I 

Program Target Assistance
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Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 84,093 39.9 1,189 26.5 1,735 42.9 22,194 26.7 3,287 22.6 1,709 38.7 52,878 47.0
 Northwest Region 13,456 41.0 35 34.3 334 34.1 1,857 26.2 570 19.1 188 41.0 10,357 45.3
 Alexander 354 35.3 1 * 14 42.9 24 25.0 7 14.3 3 * 305 36.1
 Alleghany 77 46.8 1 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 76 46.1
 Ashe 218 43.6 0 * 1 * 0 * 3 * 1 * 212 44.3
 Avery 153 37.3 0 * 0 * 2 * 1 * 1 * 149 38.3
 Grandfather Academy** 1 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Crossnore Academy** 10 10.0 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 9 11.1
 Burke 926 48.1 3 * 79 32.9 58 32.8 28 25.0 9 44.4 745 51.7
 Caldwell 836 46.2 1 * 4 * 56 28.6 21 33.3 13 69.2 740 47.6
 Catawba 1,118 38.1 3 * 88 22.7 80 28.8 41 7.3 20 50.0 857 41.9
 Hickory City 305 44.3 0 * 24 45.8 70 18.6 24 8.3 5 40.0 177 59.3
 Newton-Conover City 194 32.5 0 * 17 11.8 29 31.0 20 25.0 3 * 124 37.9
 Davidson 1,283 45.9 4 * 10 40.0 26 26.9 25 32.0 15 40.0 1,192 47.1
 Lexington City 183 20.8 0 * 12 33.3 95 13.7 17 11.8 5 0.0 49 38.8
 Thomasville City 130 42.3 1 * 0 * 51 27.5 11 27.3 4 * 62 53.2
 Davie 404 25.5 0 * 1 * 41 19.5 20 20.0 4 * 336 26.5
 Winston-Salem/Forsyth 2,957 45.7 6 50.0 33 63.6 945 29.6 172 23.3 66 43.9 1,711 56.8
 C.G. Woodson** 5 20.0 0 * 0 * 5 20.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Iredell-Statesville 1,239 33.9 4 * 25 28.0 222 19.8 57 15.8 9 11.1 904 39.3
 Mooresville City 286 38.1 1 * 9 44.4 42 23.8 5 40.0 6 16.7 222 41.4
 Stokes 533 32.1 3 * 2 * 27 18.5 6 0.0 6 33.3 485 33.4
 Surry 550 35.6 2 * 5 20.0 11 27.3 40 17.5 3 * 488 37.5
 Elkin City 91 51.6 0 * 0 * 6 16.7 11 27.3 1 * 73 58.9
 Mount Airy City 137 46.7 1 * 5 40.0 16 50.0 2 * 2 * 111 48.6
 Watauga 374 62.0 2 * 1 * 3 * 8 50.0 4 * 354 62.4
 Wilkes 703 34.7 0 * 3 * 32 6.3 22 0.0 5 20.0 637 37.5
 Yadkin 389 33.9 2 * 1 * 15 13.3 29 6.9 3 * 338 37.3

  Notes:   *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Northwest Region

         Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Table 38a.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 10, by LEA and Ethnicity

Hispanic Multi-Racial WhiteTotal American Indian Asian Black
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Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Number 
Tested

Percent At or 
Above Level 

III
Number 
Tested

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 84,093 39.9 41,389 31.8 42,353 48.0 82,267 40.2 806 25.9 286 26.6 160 8.8
 Northwest Region 13,456 41.0 6,718 32.4 6,708 49.8 13,336 41.2 42 16.7 5 20.0 18 5.6
 Alexander 354 35.3 179 29.6 174 41.4 354 35.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Alleghany 77 46.8 28 32.1 49 55.1 75 45.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Ashe 218 43.6 108 27.8 110 59.1 218 43.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Avery 153 37.3 80 26.3 72 48.6 152 37.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Grandfather Academy** 1 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 1 * 0 * 0 *
 Crossnore Academy** 10 10.0 7 0.0 3 * 0 * 10 10.0 0 * 0 *
 Burke 926 48.1 496 42.9 430 54.0 926 48.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Caldwell 836 46.2 408 37.3 428 54.7 826 46.5 10 20.0 0 * 0 *
 Catawba 1,118 38.1 547 27.4 556 49.1 1,109 38.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Hickory City 305 44.3 163 36.2 142 53.5 279 45.5 21 19.0 0 * 0 *
 Newton-Conover City 194 32.5 93 20.4 101 43.6 193 32.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Davidson 1,283 45.9 608 34.7 669 56.5 1,279 45.9 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Lexington City 183 20.8 89 12.4 94 28.7 183 20.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Thomasville City 130 42.3 66 43.9 64 40.6 130 42.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Davie 404 25.5 211 16.1 192 35.9 403 25.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Winston-Salem/Forsyth 2,957 45.7 1,455 38.5 1,500 52.8 2,955 45.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 C.G. Woodson** 5 20.0 1 * 4 * 0 * 0 * 5 20.0 0 *
 Iredell-Statesville 1,239 33.9 608 26.3 629 41.3 1,229 33.9 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Mooresville City 286 38.1 148 28.4 138 48.6 286 38.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Stokes 533 32.1 286 24.8 247 40.5 529 32.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Surry 550 35.6 282 24.8 268 47.0 538 36.2 0 * 0 * 11 9.1
 Elkin City 91 51.6 51 45.1 40 60.0 91 51.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Mount Airy City 137 46.7 62 37.1 75 54.7 136 46.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Watauga 374 62.0 194 53.1 180 71.7 373 61.9 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Wilkes 703 34.7 335 23.3 366 44.8 691 34.9 0 * 0 * 6 0.0
 Yadkin 389 33.9 212 25.9 177 43.5 381 34.4 0 * 0 * 1 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Schoolwide Title I 
Program Target Assistance MigrantTotal Male Female Not Served by Title I

Northwest Region

         Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Table 38b.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 10, by LEA, Gender, Title I, and Migrant Students
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 84,093 39.9 1,189 26.5 1,735 42.9 22,194 26.7 3,287 22.6 1,709 38.7 52,878 47.0
 Southwest Region 18,408 40.2 159 25.8 493 40.4 5,015 27.5 729 20.9 261 38.3 11,508 47.4
 Anson 243 21.8 1 * 2 * 143 16.8 2 * 1 * 94 28.7
 Cabarrus 1,342 44.7 6 33.3 21 38.1 163 23.3 46 19.6 21 57.1 1,080 48.9
 Kannapolis City 307 30.0 2 * 7 14.3 110 20.0 22 13.6 5 0.0 148 41.9
 Cleveland 620 29.0 2 * 4 * 120 17.5 5 20.0 3 * 484 31.8
 Kings Mountain City 282 42.6 0 * 5 60.0 58 31.0 3 * 7 57.1 206 44.2
 Shelby City 184 47.8 0 * 1 * 88 30.7 3 * 2 * 88 65.9
 Gaston 1,969 41.2 9 22.2 28 39.3 339 33.3 67 19.4 26 30.8 1,490 44.5
 Hoke 331 31.7 31 22.6 5 80.0 172 32.0 16 18.8 14 21.4 90 35.6
 Lincoln 753 43.2 8 37.5 4 * 66 27.3 45 24.4 7 28.6 618 46.8
 Lincoln Charter** 15 20.0 0 * 0 * 0 * 2 * 0 * 13 7.7
 Charlotte/Mecklenburg 6,599 42.1 23 34.8 329 43.8 2,512 29.1 324 21.6 106 38.7 3,139 55.1
 Kennedy Charter** 4 * 0 * 0 * 4 * 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Crossroads Charter** 25 16.0 1 * 0 * 23 17.4 0 * 1 * 0 *
 Montgomery 281 32.7 1 * 11 18.2 57 24.6 41 29.3 4 * 165 37.6
 Moore 847 50.9 6 0.0 6 50.0 176 34.1 21 19.0 17 47.1 611 57.6
 Richmond 478 30.5 9 22.2 5 60.0 186 24.7 13 0.0 5 40.0 258 35.3
 Rowan-Salisbury 1,386 35.5 9 22.2 23 21.7 263 22.1 41 17.1 15 26.7 1,024 40.3
 Scotland 377 41.6 40 30.0 1 * 162 34.0 3 * 5 60.0 164 51.2
 Laurinburg Charter** 20 20.0 0 * 0 * 20 20.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Laurinburg Homework** 11 9.1 1 * 0 * 8 12.5 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Stanly 693 30.0 4 * 26 7.7 109 12.8 5 60.0 3 * 545 34.5
 Gray Stone Day** 20 90.0 0 * 1 * 1 * 0 * 0 * 18 88.9
 Union 1,621 42.6 6 33.3 14 50.0 235 23.0 70 14.3 19 42.1 1,271 47.9

  Notes:   *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Southwest Region

Total American Indian

         Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Table 39a.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 10, by LEA and Ethnicity

WhiteAsian Black Hispanic Multi-Racial
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At or 
Above Level 

III
 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 84,093 39.9 41,389 31.8 42,353 48.0 82,267 40.2 806 25.9 286 26.6 160 8.8
 Southwest Region 18,408 40.2 9,140 31.8 9,177 48.5 18,191 40.3 65 15.4 1 * 12 8.3
 Anson 243 21.8 118 18.6 125 24.8 243 21.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Cabarrus 1,342 44.7 657 35.2 684 53.9 1,315 45.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Kannapolis City 307 30.0 162 22.8 138 38.4 307 30.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Cleveland 620 29.0 316 22.2 302 35.8 619 29.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Kings Mountain City 282 42.6 142 37.3 139 47.5 279 42.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Shelby City 184 47.8 95 44.2 89 51.7 184 47.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Gaston 1,969 41.2 1,000 32.4 967 50.4 1,964 41.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Hoke 331 31.7 152 24.3 179 38.0 329 31.9 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Lincoln 753 43.2 371 30.2 382 55.8 752 43.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Lincoln Charter** 15 20.0 9 11.1 6 33.3 15 20.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Charlotte/Mecklenburg 6,599 42.1 3,276 35.3 3,259 48.8 6,576 42.2 5 0.0 0 * 0 *
 Kennedy Charter** 4 * 4 * 0 * 0 * 4 * 0 * 0 *
 Crossroads Charter** 25 16.0 13 7.7 12 25.0 0 * 25 16.0 0 * 0 *
 Montgomery 281 32.7 150 27.3 131 38.9 278 33.1 0 * 0 * 3 *
 Moore 847 50.9 405 39.3 436 62.4 805 50.6 1 * 0 * 0 *
 Richmond 478 30.5 224 21.0 253 38.7 450 29.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Rowan-Salisbury 1,386 35.5 671 27.1 715 43.4 1,368 35.5 0 * 1 * 5 0.0
 Scotland 377 41.6 191 33.5 185 49.7 373 41.6 0 * 0 * 3 *
 Laurinburg Charter** 20 20.0 14 14.3 6 33.3 1 * 19 21.1 0 * 0 *
 Laurinburg Homework** 11 9.1 6 0.0 5 20.0 0 * 11 9.1 0 * 0 *
 Stanly 693 30.0 352 18.5 339 41.9 692 30.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Gray Stone Day** 20 90.0 7 71.4 13 100.0 20 90.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Union 1,621 42.6 805 31.7 812 53.4 1,621 42.6 0 * 0 * 0 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Southwest Region

Total Male

         Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Table 39b.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 10, by LEA, Gender, Title I, and Migrant Students

MigrantFemale Not Served by Title I
Schoolwide Title I 

Program Target Assistance
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 84,093 39.9 1,189 26.5 1,735 42.9 22,194 26.7 3,287 22.6 1,709 38.7 52,878 47.0
 Northeast Region 5,410 33.3 30 33.3 34 52.9 2,537 24.0 91 17.6 83 34.9 2,555 43.1
 Beaufort 482 36.5 0 * 2 * 185 24.3 21 9.5 6 33.3 263 47.5
 Bertie 234 24.4 1 * 1 * 182 20.9 0 * 7 28.6 40 37.5
 Camden 113 38.1 0 * 2 * 14 21.4 2 * 3 * 92 42.4
 Edenton/Chowan 169 38.5 0 * 0 * 87 32.2 1 * 1 * 79 45.6
 Currituck 221 23.5 1 * 1 * 21 14.3 3 * 7 28.6 174 24.1
 Dare 320 43.8 1 * 1 * 12 16.7 3 * 4 * 297 44.4
 Edgecombe 497 28.8 1 * 1 * 270 23.3 12 16.7 6 50.0 193 36.8
 Gates 140 32.1 0 * 1 * 64 23.4 0 * 2 * 72 41.7
 Halifax 252 26.6 15 20.0 0 * 229 26.2 1 * 0 * 6 50.0
 Roanoke Rapids City 178 47.2 0 * 6 83.3 35 37.1 3 * 3 * 130 49.2
 Weldon City 77 23.4 1 * 0 * 72 22.2 1 * 1 * 1 *
 Hertford 242 23.6 4 * 1 * 189 20.1 1 * 5 40.0 38 36.8
 Hyde 41 29.3 0 * 0 * 15 20.0 0 * 0 * 26 34.6
 Martin 305 27.2 0 * 0 * 154 17.5 8 12.5 4 * 138 39.9
 Northampton 226 36.7 1 * 0 * 184 34.8 2 * 4 * 34 52.9
 Elizabeth City/Pasquotank 365 35.1 1 * 2 * 173 25.4 3 * 8 37.5 174 44.3
 Perquimans 138 50.0 0 * 0 * 47 38.3 0 * 2 * 86 57.0
 Pitt 1,225 36.4 3 * 16 50.0 491 23.4 28 21.4 18 50.0 650 46.6
 Tyrrell 62 19.4 0 * 0 * 25 8.0 2 * 1 * 32 31.3
 Washington 123 17.1 1 * 0 * 88 12.5 0 * 1 * 30 26.7

  Notes:   *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Northeast Region

Total American Indian

         Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Table 40a.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 10, by LEA and Ethnicity

WhiteAsian Black Hispanic Multi-Racial
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At or 
Above Level 

III
 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 84,093 39.9 41,389 31.8 42,353 48.0 82,267 40.2 806 25.9 286 26.6 160 8.8
 Northeast Region 5,410 33.3 2,631 26.2 2,750 40.1 4,856 34.4 252 26.6 242 23.6 7 0.0
 Beaufort 482 36.5 243 28.0 239 45.2 479 36.5 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Bertie 234 24.4 124 21.8 110 27.3 234 24.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Camden 113 38.1 62 37.1 51 39.2 113 38.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Edenton/Chowan 169 38.5 77 22.1 92 52.2 169 38.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Currituck 221 23.5 113 16.8 99 29.3 220 23.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Dare 320 43.8 166 37.3 154 50.6 320 43.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Edgecombe 497 28.8 234 20.1 252 36.9 497 28.8 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Gates 140 32.1 71 21.1 69 43.5 140 32.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Halifax 252 26.6 99 17.2 153 32.7 0 * 251 26.7 0 * 0 *
 Roanoke Rapids City 178 47.2 99 37.4 79 59.5 175 48.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Weldon City 77 23.4 41 17.1 36 30.6 77 23.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Hertford 242 23.6 131 17.6 110 30.9 0 * 0 * 242 23.6 0 *
 Hyde 41 29.3 18 22.2 23 34.8 41 29.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Martin 305 27.2 153 22.2 152 32.2 304 27.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Northampton 226 36.7 110 31.8 116 41.4 221 37.6 1 * 0 * 4 *
 Elizabeth City/Pasquotank 365 35.1 178 27.0 187 42.8 363 35.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Perquimans 138 50.0 68 42.6 70 57.1 137 50.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Pitt 1,225 36.4 568 29.9 651 42.2 1,213 36.6 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Tyrrell 62 19.4 29 13.8 33 24.2 62 19.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Washington 123 17.1 47 8.5 74 23.0 91 22.0 0 * 0 * 0 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Northeast Region

Total Male

         Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Table 40b.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 10, by LEA, Gender, Title I, and Migrant Students

MigrantFemale Not Served by Title I
Schoolwide Title I 

Program Target Assistance
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 84,093 39.9 1,189 26.5 1,735 42.9 22,194 26.7 3,287 22.6 1,709 38.7 52,878 47.0
 Southeast Region 14,857 35.3 745 23.2 177 44.6 4,944 27.4 659 28.4 460 39.6 7,651 41.8
 Bladen 337 26.4 3 * 0 * 167 19.8 11 18.2 4 * 151 35.1
 Brunswick 603 31.5 5 0.0 2 * 134 26.9 12 33.3 10 30.0 439 33.5
 Carteret 615 39.0 4 * 3 * 56 19.6 13 30.8 10 70.0 516 41.5
 Cape Lookout Marine** 22 22.7 0 * 0 * 3 * 0 * 1 * 18 22.2
 Columbus 439 34.9 29 20.7 1 * 170 21.8 3 * 5 80.0 226 45.1
 Whiteville City 205 34.6 3 * 1 * 89 15.7 5 60.0 4 * 103 50.5
 Craven 916 33.2 2 * 9 11.1 270 25.9 26 11.5 30 30.0 571 37.8
 Cumberland 3,604 42.3 75 30.7 76 52.6 1,584 33.8 257 38.1 191 42.9 1,358 53.0
 Alpha Academy** 14 28.6 1 * 0 * 9 33.3 0 * 1 * 3 *
 Duplin 524 27.9 4 * 0 * 191 24.1 50 16.0 4 * 272 32.4
 Greene 175 33.1 0 * 0 * 82 29.3 15 13.3 2 * 71 45.1
 Jones 89 18.0 0 * 0 * 50 14.0 1 * 1 * 37 21.6
 Lenoir 628 36.0 2 * 1 * 282 28.0 20 15.0 3 * 317 45.1
 New Hanover 1,389 39.5 11 27.3 18 50.0 279 22.9 23 30.4 33 39.4 1,006 44.6
 Onslow 1,470 38.0 15 20.0 28 50.0 294 33.3 77 40.3 92 31.5 942 40.3
 Pamlico 151 29.8 0 * 0 * 32 12.5 2 * 1 * 106 33.0
 Pender 445 31.0 5 60.0 2 * 149 20.1 12 16.7 7 42.9 264 36.7
 Robeson 1,333 20.9 568 21.7 10 20.0 393 15.0 35 8.6 24 41.7 287 28.2
 Sampson 479 29.2 7 42.9 3 * 150 19.3 45 15.6 10 40.0 259 35.1
 Clinton City 159 42.1 8 50.0 0 * 68 29.4 10 30.0 1 * 71 53.5
 Wayne 1,245 34.9 3 * 23 39.1 477 32.3 42 16.7 26 42.3 634 39.0
 Wayne Academy** 15 0.0 0 * 0 * 15 0.0 0 * 0 * 0 *

  Notes:   *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Southeast Region

         Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Table 41a.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 10, by LEA and Ethnicity

Hispanic Multi-Racial WhiteTotal American Indian Asian Black
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At or 
Above Level 

III
 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 84,093 39.9 41,389 31.8 42,353 48.0 82,267 40.2 806 25.9 286 26.6 160 8.8
 Southeast Region 14,857 35.3 7,307 28.1 7,480 42.4 14,328 35.5 406 28.3 19 21.1 12 25.0
 Bladen 337 26.4 149 22.1 188 29.8 337 26.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Brunswick 603 31.5 299 27.1 304 35.9 599 31.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Carteret 615 39.0 286 30.8 319 47.3 613 39.2 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Cape Lookout Marine** 22 22.7 14 14.3 8 37.5 2 * 0 * 19 21.1 0 *
 Columbus 439 34.9 218 26.1 219 42.9 439 34.9 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Whiteville City 205 34.6 96 34.4 109 34.9 199 34.2 0 * 0 * 6 50.0
 Craven 916 33.2 447 23.3 468 42.5 911 33.2 1 * 0 * 0 *
 Cumberland 3,604 42.3 1,815 35.5 1,781 49.2 3,580 42.5 13 0.0 0 * 0 *
 Alpha Academy** 14 28.6 7 0.0 7 57.1 0 * 14 28.6 0 * 0 *
 Duplin 524 27.9 246 17.5 277 37.2 521 28.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Greene 175 33.1 83 25.3 92 40.2 168 31.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Jones 89 18.0 50 16.0 39 20.5 89 18.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Lenoir 628 36.0 302 30.5 323 41.5 609 36.9 7 0.0 0 * 0 *
 New Hanover 1,389 39.5 669 32.3 714 46.6 1,385 39.5 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Onslow 1,470 38.0 745 29.0 724 47.4 1,465 38.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Pamlico 151 29.8 91 22.0 52 40.4 147 29.9 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Pender 445 31.0 217 24.0 226 37.6 442 31.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Robeson 1,333 20.9 644 16.5 689 25.1 1,314 21.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Sampson 479 29.2 237 20.7 242 37.6 268 31.0 207 27.1 0 * 6 0.0
 Clinton City 159 42.1 75 38.7 84 45.2 159 42.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Wayne 1,245 34.9 607 25.7 610 45.6 1,081 35.0 149 36.9 0 * 0 *
 Wayne Academy** 15 0.0 10 0.0 5 0.0 0 * 15 0.0 0 * 0 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Southeast Region

         Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Table 41b.  North Carolina Testing Program
Annual Writing Assessment, 2002-03 Pilot,

Grade 10, by LEA, Gender, Title I, and Migrant Students

Schoolwide Title I 
Program Target Assistance MigrantTotal Male Female Not Served by Title I
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 84,093 39.9 1,189 26.5 1,735 42.9 22,194 26.7 3,287 22.6 1,709 38.7 52,878 47.0
 Central Region 25,555 42.8 124 33.1 649 47.9 7,467 27.0 1,086 22.4 629 38.3 15,224 52.2
 Alamance-Burlington 1,472 42.4 6 83.3 19 68.4 358 27.7 91 16.5 34 38.2 954 49.6
 Lakeside School** 5 0.0 0 * 0 * 4 * 0 * 0 * 0 *
 River Mill Academy** 18 55.6 0 * 0 * 5 40.0 0 * 1 * 12 58.3
 Caswell 247 25.1 1 * 0 * 102 16.7 1 * 4 * 139 30.2
 Chatham 460 34.3 2 * 2 * 110 15.5 51 13.7 15 20.0 278 45.7
 Woods Charter** 10 40.0 0 * 0 * 1 * 1 * 1 * 7 28.6
 Durham 1,853 37.2 4 * 47 53.2 907 23.4 83 19.3 75 40.0 686 57.0
 Kestrel Heights** 10 70.0 0 * 0 * 5 60.0 0 * 1 * 3 *
 Franklin 492 40.2 2 * 3 * 184 23.4 16 18.8 7 28.6 274 53.3
 Granville 506 43.9 1 * 4 * 200 37.0 13 30.8 9 33.3 275 49.8
 Guilford 4,136 45.2 27 29.6 159 31.4 1,446 31.3 106 22.6 101 32.7 2,258 57.1
 Harnett 1,002 40.1 5 40.0 4 * 269 26.8 55 30.9 27 33.3 635 46.8
 Johnston 1,299 43.8 4 * 6 33.3 236 36.9 78 17.9 36 41.7 931 48.2
 Lee 591 35.4 2 * 2 * 154 26.0 77 11.7 11 18.2 341 46.0
 Provisions Academy** 9 11.1 1 * 0 * 6 0.0 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Nash-Rocky Mount 1,135 24.1 7 14.3 6 33.3 569 17.6 31 12.9 17 29.4 492 32.7
 Rocky Mount Prep Sch** 38 42.1 0 * 1 * 21 28.6 0 * 0 * 16 62.5
 Orange 460 45.4 1 * 3 * 88 33.0 6 50.0 17 47.1 336 48.2
 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 741 58.7 3 * 68 51.5 84 33.3 26 23.1 31 61.3 520 66.0
 New Century School** 25 32.0 0 * 0 * 5 0.0 2 * 2 * 15 46.7
 Person 410 41.7 3 * 1 * 132 34.1 8 25.0 2 * 258 46.9
 Randolph 1,140 34.2 10 40.0 12 16.7 63 11.1 49 20.4 12 0.0 990 37.0
 Asheboro City 308 48.4 1 * 8 37.5 44 27.3 36 16.7 3 * 213 59.2
 Rockingham 980 40.2 7 0.0 10 40.0 218 25.2 27 25.9 14 35.7 696 46.1
 Vance 448 36.2 1 * 1 * 250 31.2 16 25.0 6 33.3 171 44.4
 Wake 6,596 49.8 23 52.2 285 56.1 1,472 29.2 278 29.1 171 44.4 4,199 58.7
 J.H. Baker Jr High** 4 * 0 * 0 * 2 * 0 * 0 * 2 *
 East Wake Academy** 14 50.0 0 * 0 * 2 * 0 * 0 * 12 50.0
 Raleigh Charter HS** 144 82.6 0 * 2 * 4 * 0 * 4 * 131 84.7
 Community Partners High** 41 46.3 0 * 2 * 8 50.0 0 * 0 * 31 45.2
 Warren 247 20.6 13 0.0 1 * 175 20.0 3 * 4 * 47 31.9
 Wilson 714 29.6 0 * 3 * 343 18.1 32 34.4 24 20.8 300 43.0

  Notes:   *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because ethnic category may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                 Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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Table 42a.  North Carolina Testing Program

Grade 10, by LEA and Ethnicity
Central Region

Total American Indian Asian Black Hispanic
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 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 Number 
Tested 

Percent At or 
Above Level 

III
 Number 
Tested 

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

 State 84,093 39.9 41,389 31.8 42,353 48.0 82,267 40.2 806 25.9 286 26.6 160 8.8
 Central Region 25,555 42.8 12,444 34.5 13,009 50.7 25,236 43.0 31 12.9 0 * 87 6.9
 Alamance-Burlington 1,472 42.4 689 32.9 783 50.7 1,463 42.7 0 * 0 * 9 0.0
 Lakeside School** 5 0.0 1 * 4 * 0 * 5 0.0 0 * 0 *
 River Mill Academy** 18 55.6 12 41.7 6 83.3 18 55.6 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Caswell 247 25.1 127 11.0 120 40.0 244 25.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Chatham 460 34.3 224 25.0 234 43.2 418 37.1 0 * 0 * 40 5.0
 Woods Charter** 10 40.0 6 33.3 4 * 10 40.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Durham 1,853 37.2 875 30.3 954 44.0 1,801 37.1 1 * 0 * 0 *
 Kestrel Heights** 10 70.0 6 66.7 4 * 10 70.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Franklin 492 40.2 229 27.5 262 51.1 488 40.6 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Granville 506 43.9 248 37.5 258 50.0 503 43.7 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Guilford 4,136 45.2 1,978 36.7 2,155 53.1 4,110 45.3 3 * 0 * 0 *
 Harnett 1,002 40.1 478 31.8 522 47.7 989 40.5 0 * 0 * 3 *
 Johnston 1,299 43.8 633 34.6 666 52.6 1,287 44.2 0 * 0 * 9 0.0
 Lee 591 35.4 288 25.7 301 44.9 572 36.2 0 * 0 * 16 6.3
 Provisions Academy** 9 11.1 5 0.0 4 * 0 * 9 11.1 0 * 0 *
 Nash-Rocky Mount 1,135 24.1 545 17.1 588 30.8 1,129 24.0 0 * 0 * 2 *
 Rocky Mount Prep Sch** 38 42.1 21 28.6 17 58.8 36 41.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Orange 460 45.4 204 38.2 250 51.6 455 45.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 741 58.7 385 50.1 353 68.6 741 58.7 0 * 0 * 0 *
 New Century School** 25 32.0 13 30.8 12 33.3 25 32.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Person 410 41.7 200 37.0 209 46.4 406 42.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Randolph 1,140 34.2 572 26.2 568 42.3 1,137 34.2 0 * 0 * 3 *
 Asheboro City 308 48.4 155 37.4 151 60.3 308 48.4 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Rockingham 980 40.2 497 32.6 481 48.0 976 40.4 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Vance 448 36.2 205 27.3 237 43.5 446 36.1 0 * 0 * 1 *
 Wake 6,596 49.8 3,265 41.5 3,292 58.1 6,521 50.1 0 * 0 * 0 *
 J.H. Baker Jr High** 4 * 4 * 0 * 0 * 2 * 0 * 0 *
 East Wake Academy** 14 50.0 9 44.4 5 60.0 14 50.0 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Raleigh Charter HS** 144 82.6 58 81.0 85 83.5 140 82.9 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Community Partners High** 41 46.3 22 36.4 19 57.9 41 46.3 0 * 0 * 0 *
 Warren 247 20.6 139 15.8 107 26.2 246 20.7 1 * 0 * 0 *
 Wilson 714 29.6 351 24.5 358 34.6 702 30.1 10 0.0 0 * 0 *

  Notes:  *Data not reported where number tested is fewer than five. The gender, Title I, and Migrant categories may not sum to total number tested and total number passing because these categories may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
            **Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete name can be found in the Appendix.
                Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
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North Carolina 2002-03 Report of Student Performance in Writing 

for AAAI Students 
                                                          

Background 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Alternate Assessment Academic Inventory (AAAI) is an alternate assessment 
designed for students with disabilities who have an IEP or 504 plan and for students 
with limited English proficiency (LEP) who meet eligibility criteria. Student performance 
on the tested objectives is addressed by the teachers at the beginning of the year 
(baseline), midyear, and at the end of the year. Participating students are unable to 
participate in state test administrations under standard conditions or with 
accommodations.  Participating students follow the North Carolina Standard Course of 
Study. Teachers use this academic checklist to document student performance on 
objectives in the specific content areas.  All students participating in the AAAI in writing 
must be assessed on-grade level (at the assigned grade level) in grades 4, 7, and 10. 
Students can receive an Achievement Level of I, II, III, or IV.  The assessor (the 
teacher) also indicates on the academic checklist if the student achieved growth on the 
content being assessed.   
 
The AAAI was developed as a result of the IDEA Amendments of 1997 which stated 
that children who are unable to participate in state assessment programs, with or without 
accommodations, must participate in an alternate assessment. To ensure that North 
Carolina was in compliance with the IDEA Amendments, the North Carolina 
Department of Public Instruction (NCDPI) Division of Accountability Services/Testing 
Section and the NCDPI Exceptional Children Division worked collaboratively with 
other stakeholders.  They developed and implemented the North Carolina Alternate 
Assessment Portfolio (NCAAP) and initiated the design and development of the North 
Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System (NCCATS) accommodation.  
However, it became evident in the fall of 2000 that the needs of certain students with 
disabilities were not being met by these efforts.  In an effort to meet these needs, the 
AAAI was developed and piloted in the spring of 2001.  It serves as an alternate 
assessment for the standard administration of (1) the North Carolina Pretest at Grade 3 
for Reading Comprehension and/or Mathematics, (2) the North Carolina End-of-Grade 
Tests of Reading Comprehension and/or Mathematics at Grades 3–8, (3) the High 
School Comprehensive Test of Reading and Mathematics at Grade 10, and (4) the 
North Carolina Writing Test at Grades 4, 7, and 10. Effective with the 2004-05 school 
year, it will serve as an alternate assessment for the end-of-course tests. 
 
With the passing of the No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB), it became apparent that an 
appropriate assessment for qualifying LEP students was needed.  The AAAI, taken on-
grade level, became a solution.  Beginning with the 2002-03 accountability year, LEP 
students that meet length of enrollment and language proficiency requirements as set 
forth in State Board policy HSP-C-005 were eligible to participate in the AAAI.  
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Results of the  
AAAI Writing 
Assessment 
 

As part of the writing test program at grades 4, 7, and 10, the AAAI for writing was 
piloted during the 2002-03 accountability year. This report includes the AAAI results 
for writing for the 2002-03 accountability year. 
 
All students assessed with the AAAI in writing were assessed on-grade level. A total of 
4,999 students were assessed with the AAAI in writing for the 2002-03 school year in 
grades 4, 7, and 10.  There were 2,665 students participating in the fourth grade, 2,029 
in the seventh grade, and 305 in the tenth grade. The results show that 7.4 percent of all 
participating students performed at or above Achievement Level III. Results show that 
79.5 percent of students achieved growth.  

 
Performance  
of Subgroups 
in AAAI 

 
Gender 
Of the students assessed with the AAAI in writing, approximately 7.6 percent of the 
female students performed at or above Achievement Level III compared to 7.3 percent 
of male students. In addition, 80.9 percent of female students achieved growth 
compared to 78.7 percent of male students. 
 
Ethnicity 
Of the students assessed with the AAAI in writing, about 24.8 percent of American 
Indian students performed at or above Achievement Level III compared to 10.0 percent 
of the Asian students, 9.7 percent of Black students, 5.8 percent of Multi-Racial 
students, 5.5 percent of White students, and 4.8 percent of Hispanic students. 

 



Report of Student Performance in Writing, Grades 4, 7, and 10, 2002-03 Pilot

Category
Number of 
Students1

Percent of 
All 

Students2
Percent at 

Level I
Percent at 

Level II
Percent at 
Level III

Percent at 
Level IV

Percent At 
or Above 
Level III

Percent 
Achieving 
Growth

Percent Not 
Achieving 
Growth

All Students 4,999 100.0 59.3 32.8 7.1 0.3 7.4 79.5 20.2
Gender

Female 1,846 36.9 59.4 32.6 7.2 0.4 7.6 80.9 18.7
Male 3,153 63.1 59.2 33.0 7.0 0.2 7.3 78.7 21.1

Ethnicity
American Indian 121 2.4 43.8 31.4 24.8 * 24.8 87.6 12.4
Asian 239 4.8 48.1 40.2 10.0 * 10.0 83.7 15.1
Black 1,712 34.2 52.8 37.0 9.3 0.4 9.7 81.8 18.1
Hispanic 1,616 32.3 70.0 24.4 4.5 0.4 4.8 76.7 22.8
Multi-Racial 52 1.0 63.5 30.8 5.8 * 5.8 75.0 25.0
White 1,257 25.1 57.8 36.6 5.3 0.2 5.5 78.7 21.2

Not Exceptional3 1,812 36.2 67.2 26.4 5.0 0.4 5.4 78.0 21.4
All Students with Disabilities 3,180 63.6 54.9 36.4 8.2 0.3 8.5 80.3 19.6

Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 137 2.7 51.1 39.4 9.5 * 9.5 78.1 21.9
Hearing Impaired 37 0.7 73.0 24.3 2.7 * 2.7 86.5 13.5
Educable Mentally Disabled 1,740 34.8 56.5 35.7 7.4 0.3 7.6 80.3 19.6
Specific Learning Disabled3 583 11.7 42.7 44.9 12.2 * 12.2 84.2 15.8

Learning Disabled-Reading 683 13.7 42.6 43.0 13.9 * 13.9 84.5 15.4
Learning Disabled-Mathematics 514 10.3 45.5 42.2 11.9 * 11.9 83.5 16.3
Learning Disabled-Written Expression 662 13.2 43.5 41.8 14.2 * 14.2 84.0 15.9
Learning Disabled-Other 10 0.2 * * * * * * *

Speech-Language Impaired 14 0.3 * * * * * * *
Visually Impaired 28 0.6 * * * * * * *
Other Health Impaired 249 5.0 48.6 39.4 11.2 0.8 12.0 84.3 15.3
Orthopedically Impaired 26 0.5 * * * * * * *
Traumatic Brain Injured 19 0.4 * * * * * * *
Autistic 124 2.5 63.7 29.0 7.3 * 7.3 81.5 18.5
Severely/Profoundly Mentally Disabled 5 0.1 * * * * * * *
Multihandicapped 39 0.8 84.6 12.8 2.6 * 2.6 66.7 33.3
Deaf-Blind 35 0.7 37.1 48.6 8.6 * 8.6 82.9 14.3
Trainable Mentally Disabled 141 2.8 82.3 15.6 2.1 * 2.1 61.0 39.0
Section 504 3 0.1 * * * * * * *
Not Coded 4 0.1 * * * * * * *

Limited English Proficient 1,743 34.9 66.2 27.5 5.1 0.3 5.4 78.3 21.1
Not Served by Title I 2,810 56.2 62.0 31.7 5.4 0.3 5.7 78.3 21.4
Schoolwide Title I Program 2,059 41.2 55.7 34.1 9.6 0.3 9.9 81.2 18.6
Targeted Assistance 72 1.4 44.4 48.6 6.9 * 6.9 88.9 11.1
Migrant 196 3.9 75.0 18.9 5.6 * 5.6 73.0 26.5

Grade
4 2,665 53.3 57.7 33.7 7.7 0.3 8.0 81.1 18.7
7 2,029 40.6 61.9 31.1 6.3 0.2 6.6 78.2 21.4

10 305 6.1 55.4 36.4 7.2 0.7 7.9 74.8 24.9

Notes: 1Number of students with complete information for assigned grade, assessed grade, level, and growth indicator.
   2"Percent of All Students" within a category may not add up to 100.0 percent due to rounding or blanks.
   3Inconsistencies in numbers reported are due to errors in coding on student answer sheets.
 *Data are not reported for categories with fewer than thirty students.
   When summed, subgroup N counts may not match the "All Students" N count because of incomplete coding on some student answer sheets.
   The total of "All Students with Disabilities" includes Section 504 but not those in the "Not Coded" category.
   Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.

Table 43.  North Carolina Alternate Assessment Academic Inventory (AAAI), 2002-03 Pilot,
Statewide Student Performance in Writing
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Notes:  When summed, gender/ethnicity N counts may not match the state N counts because a gender/ethnicity category
             may not have been coded on some student answer sheets.
             Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.
              

   

Figure 10. North Carolina Alternate Assessment Academic Inventory (AAAI), 2002-03 Pilot,
Student Participation in Writing, 

by Gender and Ethnicity
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North Carolina 2002-03 Report of Student Performance in Writing 
for AAP Students 

 
Results of the 
AAP Writing 
Assessment 
 

Assessors scored 1,213 public school responses for AAP for the 2002-03 test.  The 
scores show that 47.6 percent of the AAP student responses were scored at or 
above Level III.  About 25.8 percent of AAP students in the 2002-03 test received 
the highest scores in Level IV and 19.5 percent received the lowest scores in Level I. 
Results show that 91.6 percent of students achieved growth and 4.0 percent did not 
achieve growth.  
 

Performance  
of Subgroups 
in the AAP 

Gender 
Of the students assessed with the AAP in writing, approximately 49.9 percent of the 
male students performed at or above Level III compared to 43.8 percent of female 
students. 
 
Ethnicity 
Of the students assessed with the AAP in writing, about 48.6 percent of Black 
students performed at or above Level III compared to 47.0 percent of the White 
students, and 37.0 percent of Hispanic students. The results for the other ethnic 
subgroups cannot be reported due to the small number of participants. 
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Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent 
Number Percent  of at at at at At or Above Achieving Not Achieving

Category of Students All Students1
Level I Level II Level III Level IV Level III Growth Growth

All Students 1,213 100.0 19.5 27.9 21.8 25.8 47.6 91.6 4.0
Gender
    Females 443 36.5 20.1 29.6 20.1 23.7 43.8 90.3 4.5
    Males 766 63.1 18.9 27.0 22.7 27.2 49.9 92.3 3.8
    Not Coded 4 0.3 * * * * * * *
Ethnicity
     American Indian 29 2.4 * * * * * * *
     Asian 17 1.4 * * * * * * *
     Black 484 39.9 21.3 25.2 22.1 26.4 48.6 91.3 4.5
     Hispanic 46 3.8 10.9 45.7 8.7 28.3 37.0 93.5 2.2
     Multi-Racial 15 1.2 * * * * * * *
     White 617 50.9 18.3 29.7 21.6 25.4 47.0 91.4 3.7
     Not Coded 5 0.4 * * * * * * *
All Students with Disabilities 1,209 99.7 19.5 28.0 21.7 25.9 47.6 91.6 4.1
   Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 0 0.0 * * * * * * *
   Hearing Impaired 5 0.4 * * * * * * *
   Educable Mentally Disabled 84 6.9 22.6 26.2 17.9 25.0 42.9 83.3 8.3
   Specific Learning Disabled 4 0.3 * * * * * * *
   Speech-Language Impaired 1 0.1 * * * * * * *
   Visually Impaired 2 0.2 * * * * * * *
   Other Health Impaired 31 2.6 22.6 25.8 22.6 22.6 45.2 87.1 12.9
   Orthopedically Impaired 9 0.7 * * * * * * *
   Traumatic Brain Injured 7 0.6 * * * * * * *
   Autistic 284 23.4 20.8 28.5 26.8 18.7 45.4 92.3 3.5
   Severely/Profoundly Mentally Disabled 144 11.9 27.1 22.2 22.9 25.0 47.9 93.1 4.9
   Multihandicapped 218 18.0 19.7 32.1 18.3 24.8 43.1 90.8 3.7
   Deaf-Blind 2 0.2 * * * * * * *
   Trainable Mentally Disabled 418 34.5 15.3 27.8 20.1 32.3 52.4 93.1 2.9
   Not Coded 4 0.3 * * * * * * *
Limited English Proficient (LEP) 33 2.7 12.1 42.4 15.2 21.2 36.4 87.9 9.1
Not Served by Title I 877 72.3 18.4 28.2 20.5 27.0 47.5 91.2 3.9
Schoolwide Title I Program 310 25.6 21.3 26.5 25.2 24.2 49.4 93.2 3.5
Targeted Assistance 9 0.7 * * * * * * *
Migrant 0 0.0 * * * * * * *

Notes    1"Percent of All Students" within a category may not add up to 100.0 percent due to rounding or blanks.

            *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students.
              Last year students received overall portfolio achievement levels and growth, this year students received achievement levels in writing as well as 
              an overall growth indication.
              Data are not collected for Section 504 or Specific Learning Disabled students by subject.
             When summed, subgroup N counts may not match the "All Students" N count because of incomplete coding on some student answer sheets.
              Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program.  

Statewide Student Performance at Each Achievement Level, Percent Achieving Growth, 
and Percent Not Achieving Growth

Writing

Table 44.  North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio (AAP), 2002-03 Pilot
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Appendix A 

 
North Carolina Testing Program 

Setting Performance Standards   
The North Carolina Writing Assessments at Grades 4, 7, and 10 

 
In order to set the performance (achievement) standards for the writing assessments, the NCDPI 
decided to use a test-based method and a student-based method in order to ensure optimal standards 
for the writing assessments.  The idea of using multiple methods for standard setting was a 
recommendation made by the Audit Panel in their report of December 2001. 
 
The NCDPI contracted with the psychometric staff at Pearson Educational Measurement (PEM) 
who scores the student essays to facilitate the test-based method.  The NCDPI requested that the 
“Body of Work” method be used as the test-based method for setting the performance standards for 
the writing assessments at the three grades.  The NCDPI used the “Contrasting Groups” method, 
which is typically used for North Carolina state tests, for setting the performance standards as the 
student-based method.  The methods and the results from each of those methods are briefly 
described in this document. 
 
According to the PEM preliminary report (August 2003), standard setting is the task of deriving 
levels of performance on educational assessments by which decisions or classifications of persons 
(and corresponding inferences) will be made (Cizek, 2001).   
 
According to Setting Standards on Alternate Assessments (April 2002), several techniques are used 
to set standards (Cizek, 2001).   The following information is excerpted from the Table I.  Standard-
Setting Techniques that Might be Applied to Alternate Assessments. 
 
Ronald K. Hambleton at the University of Massachusetts at Amherst (September 1998) in a chapter 
on Setting Performance Standards on Achievement Tests: Meeting the Requirements of Title I in 
the Handbook for the Development of Performance Standards (September 1998) states  “…it is well 
known that there are no true performance standards waiting to be discovered through research 
studies.  Rather, setting performance standards is ultimately a judgmental process that is best done 
by appropriate individuals who (1) are familiar with the test purpose and test content and are 
knowledgeable about the standard-setting method they will use, (2) have access to item or task 
performance data as well as test score distribution data to set a framework for their judgments, (3) 
understand the social and political context in which the tests are being used, and (4) are aware of the 
consequences of their decisions (e.g., the passing rate associated with the possible standards that 
might be chosen).”  
 
Because the setting of performance standards is a judgmental process, it is not uncommon for the 
use of different techniques to yield different results. 
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Table 1A.  Standard Setting Techniques Used for the Writing Assessments (Roeber 2002) 

 
 
Technique  
 

 
Description 

 
Contrasting Groups 

Teachers separate students into groups based on their 
observations of the students in the classroom; the scores of the 
students are then calculated to determine where scores will be 
categorized in the future. 

 
Body of Work 

Reviewers examine all of the data for a student and use this 
information to place the student in one of the overall performance 
levels.  Standard setters are given a set of papers that demonstrate 
the complete range of possible scores from low to high. 

 
Reasoned Judgment 

A score scale (e.g., 32 points) is divided into a desired number of 
categories (e.g., 4) in some way (equally, larger in the middle, 
etc); the categories are determined by a group of experts, 
policymakers, or others. 

 
“Body of Work” Test-Based Method 
 
A panel of grade-level teachers and English/language arts curriculum experts was convened during 
the week of August 18-23, 2003 at the McKimmon Center on the campus of North Carolina State 
University (a list of the panel members is attached to this document.)  Each of the standard-setting 
sessions was facilitated by two psychometricians from PEM. 
 
The “Body of Work” method used student responses in a number of different ways.  For a student, 
responses to all prompts on the test comprise a complete “body of work.”  Pinpointing folders were 
created from the students’ work.  Individual student’s work ranged from the highest score to the 
lowest score.  The score range was divided into about ten score intervals.  A pinpointing folder was 
created for each score interval.  The pinpointing folders contained about 20 sets of student work.  
 
Range-finding folders were created from the pinpointing folders.  The highest scoring set of student 
work and the two sets of lowest scoring work were selected from each pinpointing folder.  The sets 
of student work were put into a range-finding folder.  If 10 pinpointing folders were constructed, 
then the range-finding folder would contain 30 sets of student work. 
 
In addition, training folders were created from the pinpointing folders.  A total of five sets of 
student work were selected in order to span the range of scores from the pinpointing folders.  For 
each set of student work, training notes were constructed to be used during discussions with the 
standard-setting judges (panelists).   
 
Before the standard-setting process began, the panel members were familiarized with the writing 
assessment, the achievement levels, and the standard-setting procedures.  As a part of the process, 
the panelists were administered the writing assessment using the prompt from the March 2003 pilot 
administration.  They were required to score their own responses using the rubric from the North 
Carolina Scoring Model.  In addition, the PEM facilitators began with the general descriptions of 
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Achievement Levels and worked with the panelists to make more concrete the general descriptors 
so that all panel members shared a strong understanding of the achievement levels.   From there, the 
PEM facilitators introduced the “Body of Work” method. 
 
The panelists set standards in three steps:  training, range-finding, and pinpointing.  During training, 
judges were asked to rank independently the five student papers from the training folder.  The 
panelists ranked the sets of student work on overall quality, keeping in mind the Achievement Level 
descriptions.  
 
Following completion of the rank ordering of training essays, the panelists received feedback on the 
extent of agreement in rank ordering across panelists.  The PEM facilitators lead a discussion of the 
characteristics of the student essays that contributed to differences in rank order.  Following this 
discussion, the panelists categorized each of the training essays into one of the four Achievement 
Levels   
 
Following the categorization of the training papers into the four Achievement Levels, the panelists 
received feedback on the extent of agreement in categorization.  The PEM facilitators lead a 
discussion of the characteristics of the student work that contributed to differences in categorization 
of the training papers into the four Achievement Levels. 
 
Next, the PEM facilitators distributed the range-finding folders.  In the range-finding folders, 
student essays were ordered from high to low performance.  For the essays in the range-finding 
folder, the panelists categorized each of the student essays into one of the four Achievement Levels.  
The panelists recorded the results in a notebook. 
 
Following the categorization of the student essays in the range-finding folders, the panelists 
received feedback on the extent of agreement in categorization.  The PEM facilitators lead a 
discussion of the characteristics of student work that contributed to differences in categorization of 
the range-finding papers into the four Achievement Levels.  Finally, the panelists were given an 
opportunity to change their categorization of the range-finding essays.   
 
After range-finding was completed, the panelists began the pinpointing step.  Remember that the 
range-finding folder was constructed by pulling three student papers from the pinpointing folders.  
A pinpointing folder was included in the pinpointing step if the panelists’ range-finding rating of the 
three essays from that pinpointing folder were widely discrepant. For each pinpointing folder 
identified, judges placed each of the 10-20 essays into one Achievement Level.   
 
Data from the March 2003 pilot administration were used in determining the difficulty and rank 
order of the student essays.  In addition, data from the pilot administration were used to determine 
Achievement Level cut scores for the writing assessment following the standard-setting meeting. 
 
The result of the standard setting is a judgement by Achievement Level matrix of binary 
classifications for each student essay.  The recommended cut scores were then established by the 
psychometricians at PEM using logistic regression to identify the point on the score scale where 
there is a .50 probability of an essay being in Achievement Level I, II, III, and IV.  
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The cut scores reported under the “Body of Work” method in Tables 4, 5, and 6 depict the cut score 
ranges proposed by PEM based on the judgments made by teachers during the “Body of Work” 
standard-setting process.  
 
“Contrasting Groups” Student-Based Method 
 
According to Setting Standards On Alternate Assessments from the National Center on Educational 
Outcomes (NCEO) published in collaboration with the CCSSO and NASDSE (April 2002), the 
“contrasting groups” method is described as a technique in which “…a group of teachers familiar 
with the students, and with the definitions of the various groups (achievement levels) into which 
students are to be placed, separate the students into these groups (achievement levels) based on their 
observations of the students in their classroom (Livingston & Zeikey, 1982), then the assessment 
scores in each of the groups are calculated.  The distribution of scores among the different group 
(achievement levels) is examined; typically, where the scores between the two groups overlap is 
where the “cut score” between the two groups is set, since this is the point at which the 
classification errors are minimized.”   
 
According to the Meeting the Requirements of Title I, Handbook for the Development of 
Performance Standards by Hansche et al (September 1998), “…the validity of this approach to 
standard setting depends, in part, on the appropriateness of the panelists classifications of students.  
If the teachers tend to err in their classifications by assigning students to higher groups than they 
belong, the result is that standards from the contrasting groups method are lower than they should 
be.   On the other hand, the standards tend to be higher if teachers assigned students to lower 
performance groups than they belong.    Like the Angoff method, or the modified Angoff method, 
the “contrasting groups” method can be applied to performance assessment data, too.” 
 
North Carolina has used the “contrasting groups” method for setting standards since the inception of 
performance standards for the end-of-grade tests in the early 1990s, the  writing assessments in the 
mid-1990s, and later for the end-of course tests in the late 1990s. 
 
For the North Carolina Writing Assessments at Grades 4, 7, and 10, during the spring 2003 
statewide pilot, the teachers (5,044 teachers at grade 4; 4,850 teachers at grade 7; and 3,198 teachers 
at grade 10) at each of the three grades were asked to categorize their students (approximately 
100,000 students at a grade) into one of the four achievement levels or category 5 if the students 
were not clear examples of each of the four achievement level categories.  The student scores were 
then calculated and the percentages applied against the statewide distribution of scores.  The 
percentages from the statewide distribution were then applied to the 4-20 raw score scale for the 
writing assessments.  The cut scores depicted in Tables 3A, 4A, and 5A under contrasting groups 
indicate the categorizations of students statewide by their (total 13,092) teachers from the spring 
2003 pilot administration, the resulting percentages, and the corresponding cut points on the writing 
assessment raw score scale.   
 
Staff Data Analyses and Review 
On September 4, 2003 the division directors from the Divisions of Accountability Services and the 
Instructional Services met with staff from the English/language arts and the Testing Program 
sections to review and analyze the data from the two previously selected standard-setting 
techniques.  The staff reviewed and analyzed the following data and information: 
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· overall student performance score point distributions data from the spring 2003 pilot 
administration for each of the three grades; 

· various ways to achieve the various score points for the writing assessments at grades 4, 7, 
and 10; 

· results received from PEM that resulted from the “Body of Work” standard-setting sessions 
facilitated by PEM using a committee of grade- level teachers and curriculum experts; 

· statewide contrasting groups data in which teachers made judgments about the achievement 
levels into which their students’ work should be placed and the subsequent performance of 
those students; 

·  the score point distributions for each grade depicting statewide student performance data 
from the spring 2003 pilot administration of the writing assessment at grades 4, 7, and 10; 
and,  

· writing assessment expectations set forth by the scoring rubrics (standards) of the state 
North Carolina Scoring Model and the North Carolina Standard Course of Study.  

 
After a careful review of the data and information, the staff unanimously determined that the 
proposed cut score ranges resulting from the “Body of Work” method and the “Contrasting Groups” 
method do not, in either case as a separate entity, fully reflect the social and political implications of 
the writing assessment standards.    
 
Reasoned Judgment Test-Based Method 
The staff proceeded to employ the strategies associated with the Reasoned Judgment technique 
which is described in the Setting Standards on Alternate Assessments (Roeber, April 2002).  “The 
most straight-forward manner in which to set standards is for an appropriate group (either an expert 
panel, a representative group of users, or a policy maker group) to examine the score scale and to 
divide the full range of possible scores into the number of desired categories (Kingston, Kahl, 
Sweeney, & Bay, 2001).  For example, a 32-point scale might be divided into 4 categories of 
approximately equal number of points (or different numbers of points) in each of the categories, as 
the group sees fit.   The advantages of this strategy are that it takes little time, requires little in the 
way of a process, and does not hide the standard setting in a cloak of mysterious statistical 
procedures. Presumably, the rationale for the choices is relatively evident.” “…a special case of this 
technique that has been used with alternate assessments is to locate solid student exemplars for each 
score scale point.” 
 
Upon close examination of the spring 2003 pilot administration student performance data, the rubric 
scale, how specific scale score points are achieved, the department staff proposed that the 
Achievement Level Ranges at each of the grades be set at the following levels: 
 
 

Table 2A.  Staff Recommended Achievement Level Ranges for the Writing Assessments 
 

 Level I Level II Level III Level IV 
Grades 4, 7, and 

10 
 

4-7 
 

8-11 
 

12-16 
 

17-20 
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North Carolina Testing Program 
Performance Standard Setting 

Writing Assessments Grades 4, 7, and 10 
Proposed Achievement Level Ranges  

 
Table 3A.  Proposed Writing Assessment Score Ranges for Grade 4 
 

 
Method 

 
Level I 

 
Level II 

 
Level III 

 
Level IV 

Level III 
& Above 

 
Body of Work 

Cut Score Range 

 
4-5 

 
6-12 

 
13-17 

 
18-20 

 

 
Body of Work 
Percentages 

 
5.8% 

 
66.7% 

 
25.2% 

 
2.6% 

 
27.8% 

 
Contrasting 

Groups 
Teacher 

Judgment 
Percentages 

 
8.0% 

 
29.4% 

 
43.3% 

 
19.3% 

 
62.6% 

Score Point 
Distribution  
Percentages 

 
5.8% 

 
26.0% 

 
53.2% 

 
14.9% 

 
68.1% 

 
Contrasting 

Groups 
Cut Score Range 

 
4-5 

 
6-9 

 
10-14 

 
15-20 

 

 
 
 

NCDPI 
Recommendation 

Level I Level II Level III Level IV Level III & 
Above 

 
NCDPI Ranges 

4-7 8-11 12-16 17-20  

 
NCDPI 

Percentages 

 
11.0% 

 
50.3% 

 
35.8% 

 
2.8% 

 
38.6% 
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Table 4A.  Proposed Writing Assessment Score Ranges for Grade 7 
 

 
 

Method 
 

Level I 
 

Level II 
 

Level III 
 

Level IV 
Level III 

&  
Above  

 
Body of Work 

Cut Score Range 

 
4-7 

 
8-15 

 
16-20 

 
Not Attainable 

 

 
Body of Work 
Percentages 

 
12.4% 

 
77.4% 

 
10.2% 

 
0.0% 

 
10.2% 

 
Contrasting 

Groups 
Teacher 

Judgment 
Percentages 

 
8.1% 

 
28.1% 

 
41.8% 

 
22.0% 

 
63.8% 

Score Point 
Distribution  
Percentages 

 
12.4% 

 
35.0% 

 
40.8% 

 
11.9% 

 
52.7% 

 
Contrasting 

Groups 
Cut Score Range 

 
4-7 

 
8-10 

 
11-14 

 
15-20 

 

 
 
 

NCDPI  
Recommendation 

Level I Level II Level III Level IV Level III & 
Above 

 
NCDPI Ranges 

 
4-7 

 
8-11 

 
12-16 

 
17-20 

 

NCDPI 
Percentages 

 
12.4% 

 
46.6% 

 
41.0% 

 
<0.1% 

 
41.0% 
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Table 5A.  Proposed Writing Assessment Score Ranges for Grade 10 

 
 

 
Method 

 
Level I 

 
Level II 

 
Level III 

 
Level IV 

Level III 
& 

Above 
 

Body of Work 
Cut Score 

Range 

 
4-7 

 
8-11 

 
12-18 

 
19-20 

 
 

 
Body of Work 
Percentages 

 
18.5% 

 
41.4% 

 
39.8% 

 
.3% 

 
40.1% 

 
Contrasting 

Groups 
Teacher 

Judgment 
Percentages 

 
11.2% 

 
31.2% 

 
41.6% 

 
16.0% 

 
57.6% 

Score Point 
Distribution  
Percentages 

 
18.5% 

 
32.5% 

 
35.4% 

 
13.6% 

 
49.0% 

 
Contrasting 

Groups 
Cut Score 

Range 

 
4-7 

 
8-10 

 
11-14 

 
15-20 

 

 
 
 
 

NCDPI 
 

Level I Level II Level III Level IV Level 
III & 

Above 
Reasoned 
Judgment 
Ranges 

 
4-7 

 
8-11 

 
12-16 

 
17-20 

 

NCDPI 
Percentages 

 
18.5% 

 
41.4% 

 
39.1% 

 
1.0% 

 
40.1% 
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 Standard Setting Grade 4  
 Salutation First Name Last Name School Name School Address City State Zip 
 Ms. Brenda Alexander WR Odell Elementary 1885 Odell School Drive Concord NC 28027 

 Ms. Karen Day Avery's Creek  15 Park South Blvd. Arden NC 28704 
 Elementary 
 Ms. Jean Goodman River Mill Academy 1735 Saxapahaw Drive Saxapahaw NC 27505 

 Ms. Valaida Grimes Elmhurst Elementary 1815 W Berkley Road Greenville NC 27858 

 Ms. Catina Jackson-Hoggard Rich Square-Creecy  210 Roberts Road Rich Square NC 27869 
 Elementary 
 Ms. Jill Logan Yadkinville Elementary PO Box 518 Yadkinville NC 27055 

 Ms. Lisa Wishart Broadway Elementary 307 South Main Street Broadway NC 27505 

 Ms. Pam Silverthorne Stokes Elementary 2683 NC 903 North Stokes NC 27884 

 Ms. Susan Jarvis Chicod Elementary 7557 NC 43 South Greenville NC 27834 

 Ms. Betty Massenburg 

 Monday, September 08, 2003  
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 Standard Setting Committee Grade 7 
 Salutation First Name Last Name School Name School Address City State Zip 
 Ms. Andrea Belletti Williston Middle  1016 Potomac Drive Wilmington NC 28401 
 School 
 Ms. Leigh Bryan Andrews Middle  2750 Business Highyway 19 Andrew s NC 28901 
 School 
 Ms. Geraldine Byerly North Davidson  336Critcher Drive Lexington NC 27295 
 Middle School 
 Ms. Elena Candler Magellan Charter  9400 Forum Drive Raleigh NC 27615 
 School 
 Ms. Janet Conoly Southern Middle  515 Johnson Street Aberdeen NC 28315 
 School 
 Ms. Debra Elliott Chowan Middle  2845 Virginia Road Tyner NC 27980 
 School 
 Ms. Cindy Evans Southwest Middle  3000 Furia Drive Jacksonville NC 28540 
 School 
 Ms. LuAnn Gregory Benson Middle School 401 South Elm Street Benson NC 27504 

 Ms. Stephanie Huggins John Griffin Middle  5551 Fisher Road Fayetteville NC 28304 
 School 
 Ms. Jo Peterson Gibbs Asheville Middle  197 South French Broad Avenue Asheville NC 28801 
 School 
 Mr. David Schreiber Mt. Airy Middle  249 Hamburg Street Mt. Airy NC 27030 
 School 
 Ms. Jane Teague Seagrove Elementary 2222 C.S. Fayetteville Street Seagrove NC 27341 
  School 
 Ms. Charlotte Wilson Lowe's Grove Middle  4418 South Alston Avenue Durham NC 27713 
 School 
 Mr. Michael Cox AG Cox Middle  321 South Church Street Winterville NC 28590 
 School 
 Ms. Diane Gore Durham School of the 803 East Hudson Avenue Durham NC 27704 
  Arts  
 Ms. Sharon Kinsley Stokes Middle School 2683 NC 903 North Stokes NC 27884 

 Ms. Tina Beacham Stokes Middle School 2683 NC 903 North Stokes NC 27884 

 Ms. Denise Hunt CM Eppes Middle  1100 Elm Street Greenville NC 27834 
 School 

 Monday, September 08, 2003  
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 Standard Setting Committee Grade 10 
 Salutation First Name Last Name School School Address City State Zip 
 Mr. Peter Bobbe Mountain Heritage  PO Drawer 70 Burnsville NC 28714 
 High School 
 Ms. Jodee Boehm Providence High  1800 Pineville-Matthews Road Charlotte NC 28270 
 School 
 Ms. Davetta Bristow Smith High School 2407 South Holden Road Greensboro NC 27407 

 Ms. Nancy Carolan Governor Morehead  303 Ashe Avenue Raleigh NC 27699 
 School for the Blind 
 Ms. Deanie Dunbar Mattamuskeet High  20392 US 264 Swan Quarter NC 27885 
 School 
 Ms. Dara Eberley Brevard High School 747 Country Club Road Brevard NC 28712 

 Ms. Christy Harris Roanoke High School 21077 NC 903 Robersonville NC 27871 

 Mr. Greg Hicks Person High School 1010 Ridge Road Roxboro NC 27573 

 Mr. Guy Hill Triton High School 215 Maynard Lake Road Erwin NC 28339 

 Ms. Polly Jones Ashe County High  184 Campus Drive West Jefferson NC 28694 
 School 
 Ms. Michelle Lourcey South Iredell High  299 Old Mountain Road Statesville NC 28677 
 School 
 Ms. Bettina Pope Wake Forest  420 W Stadium Drive Wake Forest NC 27587 
 Rolesville High School 
 Ms. Jan Reid John T Hoggard High  4305 Shipyard Blvd. Wilmington NC 28403 
 School 
 Mr. Will Smith River Mill Academy 1735 Sax-Beth Road Saxapahaw NC 27340 

 Mr. David Putnam Crest High School 800 Old Boiling Springs Shelby NC 28152 

 Ms. Jan Heavener Burns High School 307 E. Stagecoach Lawndale NC 28090 

 Ms. Terri Absher West Montgomery  147 Warrior Drive Mount Gilead NC 27306 
 High School 
 Ms. April Reibestein Hoke High School 505 South Bethel Road Raeford NC 28376 

 Ms. Tara Sinclair Hoke High School 505 South Bethel Road Raeford NC 28376 

 Monday, September 08, 2003  
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 Salutation First Name Last Name School School Address City State Zip 
 Ms. Heidi Steeves Shelby City High  230 East Dixon Boulevard Shelby NC 28152 
 School 
 Ms. Marie Hamrick Shelby City High  230 East Dixon Boulevard Shelby NC 28152 
 School 
 Ms. Cynthia Stafford Pinecrest High School 100 Pinecrest School Road Southern Pines NC 28388 

 Ms. Lisa Ragland Union Pines High  1981 Union Church Road Cameron NC 28326 
 School 
 Mr. Orin Mueller Hoke HS  Hoke NC 

 Monday, September 08, 2003  
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 Standard Setting Committee-Control Group 
 Salutation First Name Last Name Affiliation Address City State Zip 
 Ms. Shirley Staten NCDPI 301 N. Wilmington Street Raleigh NC 27601 

 Ms. Pan Allen Task Force/Literacy Specialist 700 East Stonewall Street Suite  Charlotte NC 28202 
 506 
 Ms. Frankie Harris Literacy Specialist 200 Broadhurst Drive Jacksonville NC 28540 

 Ms. Evelyn Vest-Arnold PO Box 1180 Carthage NC 28327 

 Monday, September 08, 2003  
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 Standard Setting Ex-Officio Committee Members 
 Salutation First Name Last Name Center State Zip 
 Dr. Johna Faulconer Raleigh NC 27699-6341 

 Ms. Kim Bowen Raleigh NC 27699-6341 

 Dr. Mary Rose Raleigh NC 27699-6341 

 Mr. Mike Frye Raleigh NC 27699-6341 

 Dr. George Stubblefield Raleigh NC 27699-6314 

 Dr. Tammy  Howard Raleigh NC 27699-6314 

 Mr. Charles Lanier Raleigh NC 27699-6314 

 Ms. Pam VanDyk Raleigh NC 27699-6314 

 Ms. Mildred Bazemore Raleigh NC 27699-6314 

 Mr. Jim Kroening Raleigh NC 27606 

 Ms. Marcy Roan Raleigh NC 27606 

 Mr. Scott Ragsdale Raleigh NC 27606 

 Dr. Mary Wetherby Raleigh NC 27606 

 Ms. Sheri Golden Raleigh NC 27606 

 Ms. Audrey Martin McCoy Raleigh NC 27699-6314 

 Mr. Lou Fabrizio Raleigh NC 27699-6314 

 Dr. Elsie Leak Raleigh NC 27699-6341 

 

 

 

Monday, September 08, 2003 
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Staff Committee  

Reasoned Judgment Process 
 
 

 
Mr.  Louis M. Fabrizio Director  Division of Accountability Services 
 
Dr. June Atkinson  Director Division of Instructional Services 
 
Ms. Mildred Bazemore Chief  Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program 
 
Dr. Tammy Howard  Chief  Accountability Services/Testing Operations Section 
 
Dr. Johna Faulconer  Consultant  Instructional Services/English Language Arts Section 
 
Dr. Mary Rose  Consultant  Instructional Services/English Arts Section 
 
Ms. Claudia Sikes  Consultant  Instructional Services/English Arts Section 
 
Ms. Pamela VanDyk  Consultant  Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program 
 
Mr. James Kroening  Consultant  Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program 
 
Ms. Marcy Roan  Consultant  Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program/NCSU/TOPS 
 
Mr. Scott Ragsdale             Consultant  Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program/NCSU/TOPS 
 
Mr. Charles Lanier  Consultant  Accountability Services/North Carolina Testing Program 
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A Child's Garden School              Lincoln Charter School
Alpha Academy Magellan Charter School
American Renaissance Charter School MAST School
American Renaissance Middle School Maureen Joy Charter School
Ann Atwater Community School Metrolina Regional Scholars' Academy            
Arapahoe Charter School Millennium Charter Academy
Arts Based Elementary Mountain Discovery Charter
ArtSpace Charter School (formerly Cheshire) New Century School
Bethany Community Middle School Omuteko Gwamaziima                       
Bethel Hill Charter School Orange Charter School
Brevard Academy Phoenix Academy
Bridges Piedmont Community School 
Cape Fear Center for Inquiry PreEminent Charter School                            
Cape Lookout Marine Science High School Provisions Academy
Carter Community School Quality Education Academy
Chapel Hill Free Academy Queen's Grant Community Schools
Charter Day School Quest Academy
Chatham Charter School Raleigh Charter High School
CIS Academy Research Triangle Charter  Academy
Clover Garden River Mill Academy (formerly River Mill Charter)
Community Partners High Rocky Mt. Prep. Sch. (formerly Rocky Mt. Public)
Crossnore Academy Rowan Academy
Crossroads Charter High Sallie B. Howard School
Dillard Academy Sandhills Theatre Arts Renaissance School (STARS)
East Wake Academy SPARC Academy
East Winston Primary School Sterling Montessori Academy
Engelmann School of the Arts and Sciences Success Institute
Evergreen Community Charter School Sugar Creek Charter School
Exploris  Middle School Summit Charter School
Forsyth Academies                          The Carter G. Woodson School of Challenge
Francine Delany New School for Children The Children's Village Academy            
Gaston College Preparatory (GCP) The Community Charter School
Grandfather Academy The Downtown Middle School
Gray Stone Day School The Franklin Academy
Greensboro Academy                                                   The Laurinburg Homework Center Charter School
Guilford Charter School (formerly Guilford-SABIS)                                                                       The Learning Center
Haliwa-Saponi Tribal The Mountain Community School
Healthy Start Academy Charter Elementary School The New Dimensions School
Highland Charter Public School The Woods Charter School
Hope Elementary School Thomas Jefferson Classical Academy
Imani Institute Charter School Tiller School
John H. Baker Jr. High School Torchlight Acad. (formerly N.E. Raleigh Charter Acad.)
Kennedy Charter School Union Academy
Kestrel Heights School Vance Charter School
Lake Norman Charter School Washington Montessori-A Public Charter School
Lakeside School Wayne County Technical Academy          
Laurinburg Charter School
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